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Current Topics. 


The New Secretary of the Law Society. 

Mr. S. P. B. BuckKNiLL, who was appointed Secretary of the 
Law Society in 1909, after having been Assistant-Secretary since 
1880, has resigned his office, and the vacancy has been filled by 
the appointment of Mr. E. R. Cook, the present Assistant- 
Secretary. The duties attaching to the office are onerous and 
responsible, and the Council are fortunate in having ready at 
hand so capable a successor to Mr. BUCKNILL. 


The Provincial Meeting. 
WE PRINT elsewhere the programme of the proceedings at the 
Provincial Meeting of the Law Society, which is to be held at 
Hereford on the 29th and 30th of September, at the invitation 
of the Herefordshire Incorporated Law Society. No provincial 
meeting took place last year, but the loss of the annual presi- 
dential review of matters of current interest was made up by the 
address delivered by the President, Mr. TROWER, at the special 
general meeting in London last January. The loss, however, of 
the opportunities of discussion and of social intercourse cannot 
thus be repaired, and it is satisfactory that a provincial meeting 
has been arranged for this year, and the City of Hereford and its 
neighbourhood will be an additional attraction. 


The Revenue Bill. 

Tut REVENUE Bill has been issued too late for detailed 
comment this week. In general it corresponds to last year’s 
Bill. ‘Thus clause 4 is designed to meet the Lumsden case~—now 
in course of hearing by the House of Lords—and various adjust- 
ments are proposed in the undeveloped land duty and reversion 
duty. The most important change in the Bill seems to be in 
the new clause 1, which provides for the value of buildings being 
distinguished from the value of the site, so as to enable each to 
be separately rated. Apparently the intention is that the whole 
business of rating shall be transferred to the Inland Revenue 
Commissioners, a change which is not likely to pass without 

| opposition, 
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Taxation of Costs. 


THE ANNUAL report of the Council of the Law Society, extracts 
from which are printed elsewhere, bears witness to the various 
activities of that body. In three cases assistance has been given 
to members of the society in appealing from decisions as to taxa 
tion of costs. The case of //arben v. Gordon (ante, p. 140) raised 
a question as to the necessity for actual payment of expenses of 
a party to litigation in order to have them allowed on taxation, 
notwithstanding that the other party is impecunious and the 
recovery of the taxed costs is doubtful. The result of the appeal 
was that the Court of Appeal approved of the master not insist- 
ing on a voucher, but accepting instead a letter from the client 
stating that he was aware of the allowance and acquiesced 
in it. The case also, as the committee’s report points out, pro- 
duced a statement by VAUGHAN WILIIAMs, L.J., that party 
and party taxation was meant to protect the party from 
undue claims of h’s opponent, not to protect the client 
against his solicitor. That is done, when necessary, by party 
and party taxation. In another case—HKrans Brothers vy. David 
(11 Law Soc. Gaz. 79)—an appeal to a Divisional Court resulted 
in the affirmation of the view that the county court scale of 
costs, which varies with the amount claimed, should be applied 
according to the actual amount claimed, and not according to that 
amount after deduction of a sum paid into court. The third 
case was the appeal in /’e FL. (.,a Person of Unsound Mind (1914, 
1 Ch. 927), a case on the Statute of Limitations. Time had run 
against the costs of the solicitor who had acted for the lunatic 
while there were no funds available for payment. It was held 
that the court, in administering the lunatic’s estate, ought not 
to set up the statute. 


The Work of the Council. 


THE REPORT of the Council records that the Bar Council 
have given way on the question of the acceptance by counsel of 
briefs from clerks t» local authorities, and it is now a breach of 
bar etiquette for such a brief to be accepted from a clerk who is 
not a solicitor. The attempt to procure the abandonment of the 
Cornish practice of including in conditions of sale a stipulation 
that the purchaser shall employ the vendor’s solicitor to prepare 
the conveyance has been continued, and a very interesting re- 
port from a committee to whom the matter was referred is con- 
tained in the appendix. We regret that, when the Con- 
veyancing Act, 1911, was before Parliament, the 
clause forbidding the practice was withdrawn. Apparently 
this was done in order to save the Bill. It is matter of 
surprise that the Cornwall Law Society does not itself deal 
with the question. The committee recommended that a pro- 
hibitory clause should be introduced into the Real Property Bill, 
but since the passage of that Bill, if re-introduced, depends on its 
being non-contentious, the recommendation is not likely to be 
adopted. The report notes that the County Courts Bill has not 
been re-introduced this year. The political atmosphere is, 
indeed, too heavily charged for practical legislation to have 
much chance. But suggestions made by the Council have 
resulted in the introduction into the new County Court Rules of 
provision for allowing increased costs in small cases, where the 
ease is of importance. The Council have had under consideration 
the form of solicitors’ income tax returns, and have secured 
recognition of the rule that only profits actually received 
need be brought into account in any year. The report has a 
section devoted to the poor suitors rules, and includes a letter to 
the President from the Lord Chancellor’s Secretary endeavouring 
to enlist the goodwill and co-operation of the Provincia! Societies. 
Incidentally we may notice that the junior bar seem to be 
getting restive at the probable effect of the new rules under 
which, as far as they are concerned, all is done “ for love and 
nothing for reward.” After all, theservant may be worthy of his 
hire. At present there seems nothing new to be said on the 
question of Land Transfer and the Lord Chancellor's Bills. 
Doubtless this also is due to the pre-occupation of Parliament, 
though the Lord Chancellor appears to be hopeful that the Bills 
—or is it to be one Bill !—will be passed this session Altogether 
the report is a very interesting record of a year’s work. ‘ 





The Arms Proclamation. 


Last SaturpDay the Irish King’s Bench Division delivere } 
judgment in the case of Hunter d: Sons v. Coleman (Times, 16th inst.) 
The defendant, CoLEMAN, was a collector of Excise and Customs 
at Belfast, who had seized on the 18th of December of last year a 
consignment of rifles imported into Ulster in alleged breach of the 
Arms Proclamation issued last autumn by the Privy Council. This 
Proclamation, which forbids the importation of arms and ammuni. 
tion into Ireland, appears to have been made in exercise of the 
statutory power conferred in the following terms by section 43 
of the Customs Consolidation Act, 1876. ‘The importation of 
arms, ammunition, gunpowder, or any other gools ” runs this ex- 
tremely concise section, “may be prohibited by Proclamation or 
Order in Council.” The meaning of this section is obviously very 
obscure, and when civil proceedings for trespass were taken against 
CoLEMAN by the owners of the rifles seized, a verdict was found 
against him at Belfast Assizesand judgment was entered for the 
plaintiffs. CoLEMAN moved in the King’s Bench to have this 
judgment set aside, and the case resolved itself into 
a question as to the validity of the Proclamation. The plaintiffs 
contended that it was w/fra vires and therefore void, for a number 
of reasons of rather different kinds. It was said to be “ unequal ” 
as between different parts of the United Kingdom, and therefore 
bad. It was argued that the importation of arms from England 
into Ireland is merely “coasting trade ” between one British port 
and anvther ; therefore a Proclamation purporting to forbid such 
trade, in addition to importation from foreign countries, was too 
wide. It was also argued that the very considerable powers 
apparently conferred by the section on the Crown could only be 
exercised when necessary for the maintenance of the public peace, 
and that no evidence of any immediate danger to the King’s 
peace was before the courts. These lines of reasoning seem to 
have convinced KENNY, J., who declared the Proclamation to be 
invalid ; but the Lord Chief Justice and Dopp, J., held it to be 
intra vires and in fact valid, 


The Position of Solicitor-Trustees. 


We HAVE been favoured with a print of the judgment of the 
Court of Appeal (Cozens-Harpy, M.R., Bucktey, L.J., and 
CHANNELL, J.) delivered on the 30th of March in Darby v. Nisbet, a 
case interesting both on general grounds as well as in relation to 
the late Mr. H. C. Nispet. Under the will of the Rev. M. B. 
Darby, trust funds were held for his widow for life and thep for 
her four children absolutely. In 1892 Mr. Nispet, who Was a 
friend of the family, became trustee jointly with the widow. 
At that time and subsequently he was interested in the Alliance 
Company—a company which, in a not uncommon way, purchased 
and mortgaged land, making its profits out of the surplus of 
rents over interest. Mr. Nispet founded and managed the com- 
pany. In 1896 the widow was desirous of increasing her income 
in order to provide for the requirements of her family, and Mr. 
NISBET considered that investments in the mortgages and shares 
of the company would produce this result ; but he would/not allow 
such investment unless a deed enlarging the power of investment 
of the trust funds were executed. Such a deed was prepared by 
him and sent to the family for execution. It was executed by 
the widow and the children, all of whom were then of age. Part 
of the trust funds were invested in mortgages and shares 
of the company, and according to the judgment of BUCKLEY, 
L.J., the mortgages down: to the date of Mr. Nispet’s 
death in 1907 were a proper and sufficient security 
for the amount advanced. And down to his death the 
shares, too, were worth the money which was paid for 
them. Since that date, of course, such property has 
very much depreciated. Apparently, by the help of the surplus 
rents, the mortgages will be realised in full; but on the shares 
there will be a loss. The widow died in 1910, and the action 
:gainst Mr. Nispet’s representatives was brought in 1912 In 
tne view of BUCKLEY, L.J., it had “no merits in its facts and 
no foundation in its law.” It appears to have been suggested 
that the deed of 1896, enlarging the power of investment, wzs 
improperly obtained, but this the Court of Appeal rejected. It 
was executed by persons swi juris, and Mr. NisBeT took no 
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benefit under it. The real ground of the action seems to 
have been that Mr. Nisset’s connection with the 
Alliance Company made it improper for him as a trustee 
to invest the trust funds in its mortgages and shares, but 
on this the Court of Appeal were quite clear. “ His interest,” 
said the Master of the Rolls, “such as it was, in the Alliance 
Company, was not such an interest as to render it improper for 
him in his character of trustee to take shares in the company, or 
mortgages from the company.” In fact, the investment clause 
was effectively widened, and then the investments were properly 
made under the powers of the widened clause. A trustee could 
not have been more completely exonerated than Mr. Nisbet in 
the present case. 


Workmen’s Compensation and Incidental Risks, 

* IT 1s a useful precaution for a judge to be careful about using 
illustrations in the course of delivering judgment. Remarks 
merely intended to explain a principle, when once they get 
reported, are too often regarded as authoritative, and are applied 
to circumstances not in the contemplation of the judge who 
uttered the obiter ditum thus relied on. An instructive example 
of this is afforded by the recent case of Sheldon v. Needham (Temes, 
16th inst.), where an illustration casually employed some time 
ago by the Master of the Rolls led astray ‘inferior courts and 


resulted in a decision which the Court of Appeal had to correct. A | 


charwoman, requested by her employer to post a letter, went a 
few hundred yards to the nearest pillar-box; in so doing she 
fell on a banana-skin and suffered an injury to her leg. Is she 
entitled to compensation from her employer under the Act of 
1906 ? In order to be so entitled she must shew that the accident 
arose “out of and in the course of her employment.” Now, 
there is no question here that the accident arose “in the course 
of” the employment, but did it arise out of it? This depends 
on whether or not the tripping over banana-skins upon the pave- 
ment is a “special risk” incidental to her employment: i.¢., a 
risk to which she is exposed as a result of her employment to a 
greater degree than persons not so employed. So the House of 
Lords laid down in the leading case of Warner v. Cowchman 
(1912, A. C. 35), where a baker Was injured by frost-bite while 
going his rounds in cold weather ; he was not more exposed to 
cold than anyone else in the same locality at the same 
season, and therefore n»t entitled to compensation. The same 
principle has been applied where a roadman was killed by 
lightning (Kelly v. Kerry County Council, 1908, 1 B. W. C. C. 194); 
where a lady’s maid, sitting at an open window sewing for her 
mistress, was stung by a wasp (Cracke v. Wigan, 1909, 2 K. B. 
635); and where a carter, taking out his master’s cart, was assaulted 
and killed by a drunken man who had nothing to do with his 
employment (Mitchison v. Day Brothers, 1913, 1 K. B. 603). But, 
of course, the rule is quite different where a man’s employment 
renders him specially liable to assaults, either by human beings or 
by animals (such as stable-cats), or to the forces of nature (such 
as heat-stroke affecting a stoker, which causes him injury) ; in 
such cases the risk is incidental to the employment, and he can 
recover compensation : Rowland v. Wright (1909, 1 K. B. 963). 
On these principles it would seem clear that a slip on the pave- 
ment while posting a letter is in no way a special risk of a char- 
woman’s employment ; and so she is not entitled to recover. 
But the county court judge felt bound to hold otherwise because 
of an illustration, given for another purpose in different circum- 
stances, by the present Master of the Rolls, in McDonald v. Steam- 
ship Banana (1908, 2 K. B. 926), where that learned judge had 
said: “To give an illustration . . . If I send my domestic 
servant in the evening with a letter to a friend and he is knocked 
down by a motor-omnibus, I should be liable.” This obiter and 
the principle it suggests have now been definitely overruled by 
a Court of Appeal over which the Master of the Rolls himself 
presided in Sheldon v. Needham (supra) ; and the court, allowing 
the appeal, held that the charwoman was not entitled to com- 
pensation. 


Murderous Assaults. 


NoT LONG ago we suggested that the decision of the House 


of Lords in 7rim District School v. Kelly (ante, p. 493), had definitely 





settled the question whether or not a workman who is murdered 
while engaged on his employer’s business is entitled to 
statutory compensation under the Act of 1906. We were a little 
premature, for that decision only establishes the fact that murder 
may bean accident arising out of the claimants’ e:aployment ; 
it does not decide that it must be such. The recent case of 
Weekes v. W. Stead & Co. (reported elsewhere), illustrates the 
problems which still remain now that the old quaestio vexata has 
been finally disposed of. The accident must arise “ out of ” the 
applicant’s employment: i.¢., it must be due to a special risk 
incidental to it. Now, in 7'rim’s vase (supra), where a schoolmaster 
was murdered by schoolboys who confounded discipline with 
tyranny, such a risk of murder was regarded by the House of Lords 
as one specially incidental to the employment of a schoolmaster, 
so that the consequent murder arose “ out of the employment.” 
A similar example is that of a colliery cashier, murdered for the 
sake of robbery, while in charge of his employer's cash-box : 
Nis'et v. Rayne (1910, 2 K. B. 689). Contra is the case of the 
carter murdered by a drunken man who assaults him while he 
is taking out his master’s cart and horse (Mitchinson v. Day 
Brothers, 1913, 1 K. B. 603); there the risk of being so assaulted 
is common to all who use the King’s highways at night, and so 
is not a risk incidental to any employment. But tlris distinction 
may give rise to subtle points, and an illustration is afforded 
by the case on which we are commenting. WEEKES was foreman 
at the yard of the appellant company, a firm of furniture 
removers, and among his duties was that of deciding between 
applicants for odd jobs. There was evidence before the court 
(1) that such applicants are rough men who become abusive and 
violent if refused a job; (2) that they frequently assault foremen 
charged with this delicate duty ; and (3) that they had on many 
occasions assaulted him. Another of his duties was to let out 
vans, but here he was exposed to nospecial risk of assault. Now, 
he was in fact assaulted, so that in the event he died in hospital, 
by a man named SToneE who usually came for odds jobs, but 
who on the particular occasion of the assault had apparently 
come for a van. Now, as regards the letting out of odd jobs, 
WEEKES was exposed to a “ special risk ” of murderous assault ; 
but as regards the letting of vans, he was not. It would seem 
to follow that, if the assault took place incidentally to the letting 
of an odd job, it arose “out of” the employment ; but otherwise, 
if it arose out of the letting of vans, Anda lengthy argument 
was based upon this. But the Court of Appeal took the simpler, 
if illogical, view that, since a risk of murderous assault was 
incidental to ‘WEEKEs’ employment, and he had been so murdered 
in the course of his employment, it was not necessary to inquire 
as to the precise way in which the assault originated. Any 
murderous assault arising in the course of his special duties must 
be treated as arising “out of ” the employment, and therefore as 
an accident which entitled him to compensation. 


Imperfect Gifts. . 


Ir 1s a well-known rule that equ’sy will not assist an 
imperfect gift ; in order to make the gift effectual the donor must 
either do all that is necessary for vesting the property in the 
donee, or must constitute himself a trustee for the doneo. But 
under certain circumstances the gift may be completed by the 
accident of the donee acquiring the legal estate, and this will 
happen where the donee becomes the executor of the donor. 
The most striking instance is where a creditor has formed an 
intention to release a debt, but fails to carry it out by formal 
release in his lifetime. If, however, he appoints the debtor to 
be his executor, this involves a legal release, and the release of 
the debt becomes complete. ‘The legal etfect, said JEssEL, M.R., 
in Strong v. Bird (L. R. 18 Ey. 315), 1s to release the debt in law, 
and, therefore, the condition which is required—namely, that 
the release shall be perfect in law—is complied with by tho 
testator making the debtor his executor. But the principle 
applies to imperfect gifts generally, as well as to the 
release of debts (ite Stewart, 1908, 2 Ch. 251, gift of 
bearer bonds), the requirements being that there shall be a 
continuing intention on the part of the testator to give, 
and also the vesting of the legal title in the donee by his 
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appointment as executor, 
appointed as one of several executors (Re Stewart, supra). The 
rule was applied by SARGANT, J., recently under interesting 
circumstances in Re Goff (ante, p. 535). The testatrix, thinking 
that a loan of money would be acceptable to M., offered her £150 
at 4 per cent., without further security than an LOU. Subse- 
quently M. offered repayment, but this was declined, and the 
testatrix told her that the IO U was to be given up to her on 
the death of the testatrix. Apparently M. paid interest after 
this into the testatrix’s banking account, but the testatrix pro- 
tested against her doing so. She appointed M. as one 
of her executors. SArGAnt, J., held that there was a continuing 
intention on the part of the testatrix to release the debt, and 
hence the release had become effectual. 








General Powers and the Rule 
Against Perpetuities. 


THE June number of the //arvard Law Review contains a very 
interesting article by Mr. J. L. THORNDIKE on the question of 
the critical date for the application of the perpetuities rule in the 
ease of a general power exercisable only by will. It is, of course, 
well settled that limitations created under a special power are 
treated for the purpose of the rule as arising under the 
instrument which creates the power, while limitations under a 
general power created by deed are treated as arising under the 
instrument exercising the power; and the latter part of the rule, 
as usually stated, does not restrict it to powers exercisable by 
deed ; it speaks of general powers without restriction, thereby 
including powers which are only testamentary (Sugden on 
Powers, 8th ed., p. 394; Farwell on Powers, 2nd ed., p. 287 ; 
see Sinus v. Jackson, 29 Ch. D. 521, at p. 526). But directly 
we consider the reason for the distinction between special and 
general powers a doubt suggests itself whether a general 
testamentary power is on the same footing as a general power 
exercisable by deed. ‘Ageneral power,” says Lord St. LEONARDS 
Powers, p. 394), “is, in regard to the estates which may be 
created by force of it, tantamount to a limitation in fee, not 
merely because it enables the donee to limit the fee, which a 
particular power may also do, but because it enables him to give 
the fee to whom he pleases ; he has an absolute disposing power 
over the estate, and may bring it into the market whenever his 
necessities or wishes may lead him todo so. . Therefore, 
whatever estates may be created by a man seised in fee may 


equally be created under a general power of appointment ; and | 


the period for the commencement ot the limitations, in point of 
perpetuity, is the time of the execution of the power and not 
of the creation of it.” 

Clearly, howevor, the reasoning does not apply to a power 
which is exercisable only by will. ©The donee cannot bring the 
estate into the market to answer his immediate necessities ; he 
can only provide that it shall come into the market on his death— 
i.e., the estate is necessarily tied up during his lifetime. This 
view of the matter impressed itself on JAMEs, V.C., a very eminent 
judge, in /te Powell's 7rusts (18 W. R. 228; 39 L.J.Ch. 188). A 
testator bequeathed £5,000 to his daughter, Mrs. HALL, for life 
with a general testamentary power of appointment. The daughter 
by her will appointed the fund to her daughter who was unborn 
at the testator’s death, remainder to her daughter's children. As 
to this, according to the report in the Weekly Leporter, the 
Vice-Chancellor said ;— 

* A general power to be exercised at death does not constitute 
ownership. ‘The money was tied up during the whole of Mrs. 
Hatw’s life. The rule of perpetuities, therefore, does apply. 
Where a general power is equivalent to ownership the rule of 


pepetuities does not apply; but here the money is tied up| 


during the life of the donee.” 
But this has not been followed in subsequent cases. In Rous 
v. Jackson (supra) Cuitty, J., attributed 1t to a slip, and held 
that it was wrong; mainly on the strength of the passage quoted 


above from Lord St. LEONARDs’ work, though without adverting | 


to the reason which Lord Si. LEONARDS gave for excluding 
general powers from the rule against perpetuities, “ He draws,” 





and it is sufficient that he is! said Curry, J., “no disticction between a power exercisable 


by deed or will or by will only, and it appears to me to mak” 
no difference by what instrument the power is exercisable. 
The decision of Cuirty, J., was followed by Nortu, J., in Re 
Flower (34 W. R. 149 ; 55 L. J. Ch. 200), and in Ireland by 
CHATTERTON, V.C., in Stuart v. Babington (27 L. R. Ir. 551). But 
the latter judges, though they intimated their own disagreement 
with Re Powell’s Trusts, did not, any more than CuitTTy, J, 
undertake any real examination of the principle on which Je 
Powell’s Trusts was decided. A powerful advocate, however, for the 
correctness of JAMES, V.C.’s, decision has been found in Mr. 
GRAY (Perpetuities, 2nd ed., ss. 526 ef seq.), and he regards that 
decision as right in principle. Prima facie the limitations under 
a power date from the creation of the power; the exception to 
the strict operation of the rule is made because the donee of a 
general power exercisable by deed can at any time appoint te 
himself, and therefore is practically owner. But a tenant for 
life with a general testamentary power is not practically owner ; 
he cannot appoint to himself, and any appointment which he may 
make is postponed until his own death. 

In the article in the Harvard Law Review referred to above, 
Mr. THORNDIKE contests Mr. GRAY’s position, and argues for 
Rous v. Jackson and the later cases as against Re Powell’s T'rusts ; 
but he does not seem to meet the fandamental point that there 
is a real distinction, so far as ownership is concerned, between a 
general power to appoint by deed, and such a power to appoint 
by will only. In the former case, the donee is practically the 
immediate owner in fee. If he never exercises the power, he 
will, indeed, never have the estate ; but at any moment he can 
exercise it and make himself absolute owner. In the latter ease 
there is always a life estate precedent to the absolute ownership. 
This, says Mr. THORNDIKE, is no reason, for the law allows pro- 
perty to be tied up for life. That of course is so, but a valid 
remainder must follow ; if the donee appoints on trust for sale 
on his death, clearly the rule is not infringed ; but if he appoints 
so that a succession of interests shall follow his own life estate, 
it is by no means clear that the reasoning of JAMES, 
V.C., and Mr. Gray is not correct. If the test is 
whether the property is set free at the death of the donee of the 
power, it may equally be satisfied under a special power ; when, 
for instance, the tenant .for life with power to appoint to his 
children, appoints to a chiid absolutely, the property is free 
immediately on his death. But the case to be dealt with is 
where a precedent life estate is followed by successive limitations, 
and then the property is in fact tied up from the date of the 
creation of the power, notwithstanding that the qnestion is, as 
regards its objects, a general power. Practically the question is 
settled in this country by the cases subsequent to lve Powell's 
Trusts, but we cannot help attributing considerable weight to 
a “slip” of James, V.C., supported by the opinion of Mr. 
| GRAY, 








- The Doctrine of Actio Personals. 


Doctrines of English law which have become embodied in Lati" 
maxims, are usually obscure doctrines. Probably, this is partly 
due to the truth expressed jocularly in the well-known epigram 
attributed to Lord Bowen: “An argument seems respectable 
when translated into Latin, which in English would seem non- 
sense.” Certainly, it is easier to base an illogical judgment 
upon a principle clothed in the language of medieval schoolmen 
than it is to found it on a rule expressed in the language used 
by the plain man in the street. Now, to this well-known 
peculiarity of doctrines embodied in maxims, that contained in 
the words actw personalis moritur cum persona, is assuredly no 
exception. And it cannot be eaid that the latest important case 
in which it has arisen—namely, 7he Amerika (Times, May 28th) 
—has altogether helped to elucidate it. 

The facts out of which Zhe Amerika arose are simple enough. 
A submarine, the property of the Admiralty, was sunk off Dover 
by a foreign liner. Proceedings in the Admiralty Court followed, 
as the result of which the owners of the liner admitted that she 
was to blame for the collision, and agreed to pay to the Admiralty 
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ninety-five per cent. of the damages occasioned tothem by thatcolli- 
sion. These damages were assessed in the usual way by the assistant 
registrar and merchants, who disallowed one item in the claim put 
forward by the Admiralty—namely, a sum of about £5,000, the 
capitalized amount of pensions and grants paid by the Admiralty 
to the relatives of certain members of the crew drowned by the 
collision. These pensions and grants were gratuities; the 
Admiralty was not legally bound to make them, but had been 
in the habit of doing so in similar cases, and could not honour- 
ably have refused them in the present case. Again, as a matter 
of fact, these relatives had themselves brought independent actions 
against the liner under Lord CAMPBELL’s Act, and had already 
recovered damage for the pecuniary loss sustained by them 
through the death of their protectors. The question was 
whether or not this item was recoverable by the Admiralty 
against the owners of the liner as part of the damages. 

At first sight the answer to this question seems quite easy. 
One remembers that acfio personalis moritur cum persona. One 
remembers, too, the extension to this maxim given by Lerd 
ELLENBOROUGH in the famous leading case of Buker v. Bolton 
(1 Camp. 493), There the plaintiff's wife had been killed in an 
accident due to the negligence of the proprietors of a stage-coach 
in which she was travelling, and the court held that although, 
if she had lived, her husband could have recovered for the loss 
of her services due to the defendants’ negligence, yet he could 
not maintain an action for the loss of her services, or of her 
society, or of the mental sufferings occasioned himself, as the 
result of her death. “In a civil court,” said Lord ELLEN- 
BOROUGH, “the death of a human being cannot be complained of 
as an injury ; and in this case the damages as to the plaintiff's wife 
must stop with the period of her existence.” The second clause 
meant this: the plaintiff's wife had survived her injuries for one 
month, and the loss of services accruing during that month were 
recoverable by her husband. 

This application of the Latin maxim has long been settled law, 
but text writers of high authority have questioned its: correct- 
ness. Sir FREDERICK POLLOCK advances cogent reasons against 
it in his Law of Torts (9th edition, pp. 65-66), and even 
expresses a faint hope that some.day the House of Lords, which 
has never yet considered the point, may overrule it. But the 
Court of Appeal has more than once re-stated and re-aflirmed the 
rule. Lord ELLENBoROUGH’s decision was given in 1808, and it 
was not until 1873 that a court of equal authority had to consider 
the rule in a leading case: Osborn v. (Gillett (L. R. 8 Ex. 88). 
There a father lost his infant daughter as the result of the 
defendant’s negligent driving. He suffered no pecuniary loss 
as the result of her death, and so could not claim damages as a 
dependant under Lord CampseE.u’s Act. But he claimed damages 
for the tort known as Quod servitium amisit, namely, that she was 
in law his servant and he had lost her services. ‘The defence put 
in a plea based on actio personalis, and on special demurrer—it 
was still the days of the old pleading—the Court of Exchequer, 
by a majority, held the plea to be a sufficient answer to the 
claim. The majority based their view on Lord ELLENBOROUGH’s 
judgment. But Baron BRAMWELL delivered a strong judgment 
in favour of allowing the action. Hence Osborn vy. Gillett failed to 
put an end to the controversy. 

It was not until the twentieth century, nearly one hundred 
years after Baker v. Bolton (supra), that the Court of Appeal 
at length had to consider this very point. ‘his was in Clark v. 
London General Omnibus Co. (Limited) (1906, 2 K. B. 648). Here 
a father had incurred funeral expenses in burying an infant 
daughter-—by implication of law his servant—killed through the 
defendant’s negligence. He claimed to recover these against the 
defendants, but the Court cf Appeal emphatically and unanimously 
disallowed the claim. They expressly referred to Osborn v. 
Gillett (supra), and treated it as a settled and indubitable authority. 
We may add that the court was a strong court, for, in addition 
to Lord ALVERSTONE, who presided, it contained the late Lord 
GORELL (then Sir GoreLt BARNES, President) and Lord Justice 
FARWELL. It seemed as if the law was clearly decided once 
for all, And it certainly looks as if the Admiralty claim in The 
Amerika was in breach of the principle laid down. 

But three years after Clark v. London General Omnibus Co. had 
been decided, another case came before a different Court of 








Appeal (Lord Justice FARWELL was the only member common 
to both courts), and was decided in such a way as to throw doubts 
on the precise scope of the rule that seemed so emphatically laid 
down. In Jackson v. Watson & Sons (1909, 2 K, B. 193) the 
plaintiff sued the defendants who had sold him in breach of war- 
ranty poisoned salmon, which resulted in the death of his wife ; 
he claimed, as part of the damages he had suffered for the breach of 


. warranty, compensation for the loss of his wife’s services. He was 


held entitled to recover, on the ground that his action was framed 
in contract and not in tort. He was not “complaining in a civil 
court of the death of a human being as an injury.” He was 
meraly claiming damages for a breach of contract ; and the parti- 
cular damages in question was a part of the damages suffered, 
and this the court held not to be too remote, 

Now, of course, it is easy superficially to reconcile Jackson’s 
case with Clark’s case and the older authorities. But it is 
searcely satisfactory in principle to say, as the text-books, since 
the latter case, have been saying (¢.g., Salmond, at p. 378), that the 
rule is different according as the injury complained of is a tort or 
a breach of contract. Such a distinction is illogical, and founded 
on no well-accepted general principle ; it certainly is inconsistent 
with the view that the rule is based on “ public policy.” 
The judges felt this difficulty in Juckson’s case, and they did 
not rely solely on the distinction between tort and contract. 
“ On the whole,” said Lord Justice VAUGHAN WILLIAMs (at p. 202), 
“T have come to the conclusion that this exception from the general 
principles on which damages are based only applies to cases where 
the cause of action is the wrong which caused the death, and 
does not apply to cases where there is a cause of action 
independently of such wrong.” ‘This is a more logical rule, but 
it leaves it open to argue that where two torts have been 
committed, one injuring property and the other causing your 
servant's death, you can recover damages for the latter in your 
action for negligence in respect of the former. 

The Attorney-General adopted this way of explaining the 
principle, and argued for it with great force in The Amerika (supra). 
There the defendants had sunk the Admiralty’s submarine by their 
negligence, and so had occasioned to the Admiralty “a wrong” 
independent of the death of a human being. When once that in- 
dependent cause of action is established and damages in respect of 
it have been claimable, why not include—as in Juckson’s case—~ 
damages for the loss of one’s servants, a direct and immediate 
result of the collision? It seems hard to answer this argument 
and to distinguish the case from Jackson's case, The injury to the 
submarine seems as independent a cause of action as the breach 
of warranty, although each resulted also in the death of one’s 
servant, But the Court of Appeal refused to accept this subtlety, 
and definitely decided that the exception established in Juckson’s 
case only exists where the independent cause of action is founded 
on a breach of contract. They therefore held that the Admiralty 
could not include in its damages a claim in respect of the deceased 
crew. 

Limits of space prevent us dealing ‘with two other fascinating 
legal problems that arise out of The ./merika, but which the 
court did not find it necessary definitely to decide. Even if a 
claim for loss occasioned to the Admiralty by the homicide of its 
sailors had been sustainable, could the damages recovered have 
included gratuities voluntarily paid to these seaman? It would 
seem that payments of this kind are not a necessary part of the 
loss, and so are too remote. Again, even if the damage is not 
too remote, could the defendants be made to pay twice over, 
for they had already been ordered to pay the relatives of these 
sailors damages in their action under Lord CAMPBELL’s Act 
Both of these points are interesting, and are worthy of further 
discussion on some future occasion. 





The Panama Repeal Bill, says the Washington correspondent of the 
Times, passed the Senate on the 11th inst. by a majority of fifteen. 
Thirty seven Democrats and thirteen Republicans voted for it. Eleven 
Democrats and twenty-three Republicans and one Progressive opposed 
it. The debate which preceded the vote was spirited, although thé 
temperature was well up in the nineties, and at one moment two 
members nearly came to fisticuffs. But the outcome was never in 
doubt. All further attempts at amendment, including the resolution 
for arbitration, were easily voted dowm 
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Reviews. 
Bankruptcy. 


DEEDS 
RULES 
J rdan & 


ARRANGEMENT 
Forms. By 
(Limited), 


BANKRUPTCY AND 
rHE NEW 
at-Law. 


OF 
AND 
Sons 


HANDBOOK ON THE 
Act, 1913. [NeLupine 
Oscar Kuuy, Barrister 

2s. 6d. net 


This work presents in convenient form the new Bankruptcy Act 
and the rules made under it, and in the useful notes which the author 
has added, he points out the changes made in the law and how the 
decisions under the former Acts may influence the interpretations of 
the new one. The changes, as is well known, are numerous and 
important, and Mr. Kuhn has examined them in much detail. Thus 
section 13, which replaces sub-section 2 of section 47 of the Act of 
1883, and makes new provision for the avoidance in certain circum 
stance of marriage settlements of future property, has an elaborate 
note in which the section is care fully suenal with the terms of the 
repealed enactment; and similarly under section 11, which 
extends to freehold property the doctrine of Cohen v. Mitchell (25 
(). B. D. 262) as to after acquired personal property, the change 
which this makes is explained by reference to the numerous decisions 


of recent years. In practice one of the most important changes is 
in section 14, under which general assignments of book debts 
require registration, but this does not catend to assignments of 
specified book to In regard to Rutter v. Everett (1895, 2 2 Ch. 872) 


to which Mr. hn refers under this se tion, it is interesting to note 


the recent 79 cm a of that case in Re Neal ante, p. 536; 
1914, 2 K. B. 910). The book is a very useful and handy guide to 
the new statute. 





Correspondence. 


The Metropolitan Police Courts. 


[Zo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. 


Sir,—The able article on this subject in your issue of the 13th 
inst. should be read by everyone in quite a literal sense. Jt should 
be published far and wide throughout the Press. 

Every legal professional man who knows anything about police 


courts must agree that the conduct and attitude both of the bench 
and the clei k towards cl fendants or prisoners is—well, little short of 
SC andalous : isar;©t ile. 

A person appears because he, o1 


_ either in or below the dock, and 


she, is there, there is a prima facie case against him, or her, which 
he , or she, has to defend He, or she, gets not the slighte st assistance 
from the court, and although he, or she, may be perfectly innocent, 
he, or she, is almost sure to get convicted if nervous! This is only 


they are 
is a pure 
spoke n to 


is simply 


case. But the cases are not only not properly tried ; 
tried at all. In a large number of cases the “ trial” 
The way in which piisoners are almost invariably 
when their attempted tions result in statements 
brutal. There is no milder word for it. 

Every thinking person, professional or otherwise, must agree that 
a public defender is a real necessity, and many must have, as I have 
done, thought about it ever so many times, I hold very strongly 
that there oug rht, in common justice, to be two, three, or more (accord 
ing to circumstances) public defenders attached to every court to 
represent defendants or prisoners deserving legal aid, who can satisfy 
the clerk to the justices on n lines that he or she cannot pay for 
legal aid, that is to say, that they should be entitled to free legal aid 
tin forma pauperis 

The solicitors thus acting should be sufficiently well paid to ensure 
the services of reputable men. Moreover, these solicitors should be 
paid for what they do on asliding basis, and there would be no 
necessity for them to be exclusively attached to the court as salaried 
servants. A panel of available solicitors could be prepared and cases 
assigned to them by ballot. This would enormously reduce appeals 
for obvious reasons. With regard to what you say about the right of 
appeal to Lay sessions, this surely must appeal to everyone's 


one 
not 
farce. 
«yuu 


ive 


common sense to such an extent that there is nothing to argue about; 
it only mor pointing out. The present conditions are-—well, it is 
hardly possible to use a moderate word. A. E. BALE. 


15, Sudbourne-road, Brixton, 8.W., June 17. 


Undeveloped Land Duty and Charities. 
[To the Kditor of th * Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 
Sir,—In the month of January last, my clients, the trustees of a 
certain charity—a hospital and land situate in the county of Bucks 
were served with notices of assessment for U. L. D. 
In reply, 1 wrote the authorities, claiming, on behalf of my clients 


Solicitors 


exemption from liability for such duty, under section 37 of the 
Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910, on the grounds that the hospital was “a 
governing body constituted for charitable purposes,” and the land was 
the property of such charity. 

In their reply, the authorities stated that the land, being let by 
the charity on an agricultural tenancy, could not be ‘considered as 


being “occupied ead used by such a body for the purposes of that 
body,” and that section 37 did not accordingly apply. 


roceeds derived from the letting of 
the land for grazing gare ormed practically the sole source of 
revenue of the hospital, by which its inmates were maintained, the 
land was “occupied and used by such a body for the purposes of that 
body,” and that if the words meant occupied and used exclusively 
by the charity (and not by its lessees or tenants) the section has no 
practical use. 

The marginal note set opposite section 37 in the Act reads thus ; 
“Special provision for land held for charitable purposes, &c.” 

The only Jand in this case upon which no U. L. D. has been charge: l 
is the house and gardea occupied therewith, which, being under an 
acre in extent, is exempted under another section of the Act, but 
not because it is part of land belonging to a charity. 

Under these circumstances section 37 appears to be a delusion 
and a snare. What would be the nature of land, liable to U. I 
if held by a private person, but exempted from such duty if held by 
a charity ? 

As this is a question of very great importance to most charities, 
perhaps some of your readers may be willing to express their opinion 
on the section. STEPHEN Birp. 

Pancras-chambers, 90 & 91, Queen street, Cheapside, 

London, E.C., June 11. 


1 then submitted that as the 











CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Court of Appeal. 


TREDEGAR IRON AND COAL CO, (LIM.). 
9th June. 


PRICE v. No, 1. 


Accipent ARISING OUT OF AND IN COURS! 
TRAIN 


WorkKMEN’s COMPENSATION 


or EmMPLOYMENT—COLLIER ReTURNING Homkr From WORK BY 
Provipep By EmpLoyers—Atrempr To ALIGHT FROM TRAIN IN 
MorrioN—WorRKMEN’s ComPENSATION Act, 1906 (6 Ep. 7, c. 58), s. 1 
(1). 


A colliery company arranged with a railway company for the latter 
a train, free of charge, to colliers, to carry them between 
and the town where they lived. A collier returning from 
with the object of taking a short cut home, jumped from the 
yme distance before it reached the platform at which he 
expected to alight 9 and, wus serious sly and permane ntly injured, 
Held, that the accident did not arise out of the employment. 


Cobden Flour Mills Co. 184 ; 
aupplted, 


to provide 
the maine 

work, 
moving tram s 


was 


Plumb + (Limited) 1914 


1. «'. 62) 


(ante, p- 


Appeal of the employers from an award of the county court judge at 


Tredegar, Monmouth. The applicant was a collier employed at Pochin, 
und living at Tredegar. By an arrangement between the employers 
nd the railway company, the latter —— a train, free of charge 
to the men, to take home colliers belonging to Tredegar. The applicant, 
who lived on a road which crossed the railway by a bridge about 100 


yards short of the platform where the train stopped, got out on the 


footboard as the train was slowing down at the bridge, and was jumping 
off, when another man, who had also got out on the footboard, trod on 
the end of his coat, with the result that he fell under the train, and had 
to have his legs amputated. The county court judge held that Watkin 


Keen, & Nettlefolds (Limited) (5 B. W. C. C. 307) applied, 
and that the accident arose out of und in the course of the employment 
The respondents. appealed. 


Tue Courr allowed the appeal. 


Vv. Gu eft. 


Cozens-Harpy, M.R., said the case was one of a class which it was 
extremely difficult to decide. The point was whether the accident 
arose out of the employment or not, and in the former case whether it 
vas not caused by # piece of misconduct in the employment. The 
question had come before the court many times, the latest authority 
being Plumb vy. Cobden Flour Mills Co. (Limited) (1914, A. C. 
62). In the present case an arrangement had been made between the 
colliery and the railway companies to furnish a colliers’ train to take 
men to and from their work, free of charge to them. The workman 
vas returning home from work in it, though it was not of importance 
vhich way he was going. The train stopped at a platform at which 


the colliers were intended to alight. 
nearer end of the platform the train passed under 


About 100 yards away from the 
a bridge, the road 


over which led to the workman’s home. The train having slackened 
speed at the bridge, the man jumped out, but in doing so he slipped in 
some manner and fell under the train. It was part of his employment 


to go to and fro between his home and his work by this train. Was it 
within the course of his employment to get out on the way to take a 
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short cut home? It was not part of his contract to be taken to the 


bridge, but to the platform. In his opinion the county court judge 
had misdirected himself. The accident, though it might have happened 
n the course of the employment, did not arise out of the employment. 
Plumt’s case (supra) pet the matter on a true footing. It was no part 
of the employment for the workman to alight, or attempt to do so, 
before the train stopped at the platform. The appeal would be allowed 
SWInren Eapy and Pickxrorp, L.JJ., delivered judgment to th 
same effect. -COUNSEL, Scott-Fox, ee and A. Parsons; Holmen 
(fregory, K , and A. 7. James. Soricrrors, Bell, Brodrick, & Gray, 
for CU. W. Kenshole, Aberdare; 7. S. Edwards, Newport, Mon. 
[{Reperted by H. Lanerorp Lewis, Barrister-at-Law.] 








WEEKES v. W. STEAD & CO. No. :. 10th June, 


WorkMEN’s CoMPENSATION—ACCIDENT ARIsING Out oF EMPLOYMENT 
ASSAULT ON YARD ForREMAN By CuUSTOMER—RISK OF ASSAULT 
CusTOMER A MEMBER oF A Roucnu CLass or MEN—WORKMEN’s Com 
PENSATION Act, 1906 (6 Ep. 7, c. 58), s. 1 (1 


{ yard f nan in the employ nent of furniture remover wh 
engaged ¢ wal labour for thei en work, and also let out van n hire 
died as thes uli of a violent assault mad upon him by a man below 7 
ng ta the known rou jh cle j/ ¢ ucl labourers, buat who on thi 
occasion was an intending customer for a van, which he came too lat 
to obtain, Ther was evidence that foremen in the trade ran con 


siderable risk of assault jr women who applied to them for work, and 
who failed to obtain ut. 

Held, that the death was caused by accident arising out of the 
employment 

\litchinson v. Day Brothers (1913, 1 A. B. 603) distinguished. 


Appeal of the employers from an award of the county court judge at 
srighton. The applicant was the widow of a yard foreman in the 
employment of the respondents, who were furniture removers. Besides 
using their vans in their own trade, to assist in which they hired casual 
labour day by day, they also let out vans on hire by the day to 
customers, who themselves undertook the removal of goods, and occa 
ionally men empl ved from time to time by the firm would come as 


customers for a van. On the 16th of May, 1913, a man named Stone, 


who had often been so employed, called in the evening, and said he 
vould want a van to take out at 6.30 a.m. next day. He did not 
wrive until 8 a.m., when all the vans had gone out. He thereupon 


ft, but came back at 3.30 p.m., and there being still no van available, 
iolently assaulted Weekes, knocking a tooth out, and threatened to 
repeat the attack. At 4.30 p.m., having left the yard, he returned, 
id then hit Weekes so severe a blow on the head that he died from 
the effects. Stone was afterwards convicted of manslaughter, and 
sentenced to ten years’ penal servitude. There was evidence that th 
casual labourers who worked for the employers, and other firms in the 
s.me trade in Brighton, were of a very rough character, and likely, in 
the event of being disappointed in obtaining a job, to abuse, and even 
to assault, the foreman, whose duty it was to select them; one yard 
foreman deposing to twelve such assaults in a period of twenty-four 
years. The county court judge held, upon the evidence, that Weekes 
was exposed to the risk of assault, and, therefore, that his death was 
caused by accident arising out of the employment. The employers 
appealed on the ground that Stone came as a customer for a van, and 
that there was no evidence of any risk of assault from the class of men 
who hired vans. 
Tur Court dismissed the appeal. 
Cozens-Harpy, M.R., said the case was rather a remarkable one. 
It was argued below that the assault was not an accident, a question 
hich had exercised the minds of that court and the House of Lords 
It had keen finally decided in Trim Joint District School v. Kelly 
38 Sottcrrors’ JourNAL, 493; 7 B. W. C. C. 274), by a majority of 
ur to three, that an assavlt was an accident, and that point was nob 
raised by the present appeal. But that was not enough. The accident 
ust arise out of the em] loyment, and 1 was said here there was no 
idence that it did. He had no desire to shrink from anything he had 
d in Mitchinson v. Day Pros. (1913, 1 K. B. 603). There must be 
me evidence of risk of assault, and in that case the evidence of th« 
rters was that there was no special risk of assault from drunken 
en. Weekes had to de il with two classes of men, customers who wer 
not usually rough, and also odd-job men, who were described as an 
eedingly rough lot, liable to indulge in brutal assaults if they were 
ippointed of a job by foremen. It was clear to his lordship’s mind 
t this was a very rough place. Stone was an odd-job man belonging 
te this rough class, though he occasionally was a customer for a cart. 
The court was asked to say th:.t, because Stone called the previous 
ning in the character of an intending customer, there was no tisk 
n assault if he did not obtain what he wanted. Weekes being dead, 
the court had no evidence before them as to what passed between him 
d Stone before the assault, but there was the fact that two brutal 
saults were committed. Ce uld it possibly he said thet there was no 
evidence upon which the county court judge was justified in finding 
that Weekes was exposed to the special risk of an assault? It was a 


y 


. : : . “ay 4 
enestion of fact, and the appeal would he dismissed, with costs. 


SWINFEN Fapy and PICKFORD, L.JJ., delivered judgment to the 
same effect Counset, Pighy Swift, K.C., and 2B. O. Bircham; Pow 


land Harker and John Flowers, Sovicirors, Barlow, Barlow, d& Lyde ; 
F. W. Cushman, Brighton. 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
Court of Appeal. 


CLODE AND OTHERS vy. LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL. No. 2. 
7th, 18th, and 19th February ; 8th April, 
Lonpon Street—GeneRAL Line or Bvuitpincs—RESOLUTION 01 
Merropotitan Boarp or Works Apoptinc New Line in ADVANCI 
or Existine Lint YBSENCE OF SUPERINTENDING ARCHITECT'S CERTI 


FICATE—7 Geo. 4, c. cxim., s. 140—Metropotis MANAGEMENT ACT, 
1862 (25 & 26 Vier. c. 102), ss. 75, 76—Lonpon Buitpine Act, 1894 
57 & 58 Vict. c. ccxtt.), ss. 22, 25, 27, 215, 216. 


The Euston-road was laid out in 1756 under an Act of that date, 
which enacted that no buildings should be erected on new foundations 
within 50 ft. of the highway. That Act was repealed by the Metropolis 
Vanagement Act, 1862, which provided that no building should be 

ted beyond the general line of buildings if the distance of that line 

n the highway did not exceed 5O ft. Long before 1862 buildings 
had been erected on the forecourts of the then existing buildings and 


opected heyond the 5O ft. lin {fs to a certain section, C to D, 
presenting 330 yds. of the Kuston-road, the Metropolitan Board of 
Works in 1876, at the recommendation of their superintending archi 


tect (who, however, never gave a certificate defining it as the general 
line of buildings), and with the view of establishing a new and reqular 
line of huildings ll ft. from the roadway and un to the inner edge of 
the pavement, roughly coinciding with existing projections, passed G 
resolution enabling all persons interested to build up to that frontage 
without restriction as to height. This resolution had been extensively 
acted an. Tn 12909 the appellants proposed to re-erect a hudding on 
this 11 ft. line. The respond nis objected, and their superintending 
architect certified that the general line in section C to D was the old 
50 ft. line T he Tribunal of {ppeal confirmed that cerlipficate, but 
tated a case. 

In the D tonal Court, Ridley and Lush, JJ., differed. tidley, 
J., wa for dismissing the budding owners’ appeal, Lush, J., for 
llowing it The appeal was accordingly dismissed, 

Held, that the general line of buildings between C and D was the 
Llft. dine. That the resolution of the Board of Works of 1867 could 
not be disregarded, and after this lapse of time those who had accepted 
the invitation and built up to the 11 ft. line could not be treated as a 
nuisance, That cach of them must he deemed to have had consent. 
and that the 11 ft. line was naw the qeneral buildina line of that por 
tion of the road. In such circumstances section 27 of the Thondon 
Building Act, 1894, had no application, 

Scott v. Carritt (1900, 82 ZL. 7’. 67) and Metropolitan Railway v. 
London County Council (1911, A. (. 1, 8 1. G. BR. 1055, 80 1. J. K. B 
35) distinguished, 


a 


Appeal by building owners frem a judgment of a Divisional Court 
reported 11 L. G. R. 40, 108 L. T. 110), on a ea stated bv the 
Tribunal of Appeal under the London Building Act, 1894. The 
ppellants owned houses on the north side of the Euston-road. a road 
lid out in 1756 under an Act of Parliament of that year, which pro 
ded that no buildings should be erected on new foundations within 
50 ft. of the roadway. The provisions of that Act, which was 
temporary, were from time to time renewed by other Acts, the last 
of which was repealed bythe Metropolis Management Act, 1862. 3h 
section 75 of that Act, no buildings were to be erected beyond the 
ceneral line of buildings if the distance of that line did not exceed 
50 ft. from the highway, without the consent in writing of the Metro 
politan Board of Works. Before 1862 there was in the part of the 
Euston-road in question @ continuous row of houses, the frontage line 
of which was 50 ft. from the kerb, and in front of those houses, upon 
what had been forecourts, there was another row of houses of varying 
heights erected on new foundations, the frontage line of which adjoined 
the pavement of the footway, and was only 11 ft. from the kerb. The 
latter buildin were consequently at that date unlawful. In 1867 a 
memorial was presented by the owners of these buildings to the Metro 
politan Board of Works requesting that the 11 ft. line should be estab 
lished as the general line of building frontage. The then superin 
tending architect, a Mr. Vulliamy, reported to the Board that the 
offending buildings had been allowed to remain through misapprehen 
sion as to the effect, and advised that if it were practicable the 11 ft. 





line should be in future the general building line. Acting on this 
uggestion, the Board authorized the continuance of the existing 
buildings, and consented to future buildings being erected up to the 
11 ft. line. No certificate was ever made by Mr. Vulliamy that the 
11 ft. line was the general line of buildings. In 1909 a lessee of the 
ippellant Clode was about to erect a building up to the 11 ft. line when 


t was obje ted to. He thereupon, with other owners, required the 
superintending architect to define the building line, and the architect 
defined it as being the 50 ft. line. The Tribunal of Appeal confirmed 
his certificate. The Divisional Court differed in opinion. Lush, J., who 
as the junior judge read and withdrew his dissenting judgment, was 
of opinion that there had been a separate consent for each building. 
wh building in turn being treated as an exception to the general rule. 
ind that section 27 of the Building Act, 1894, had no application te 
such a case. He therefore thought the ippeal should he lowed 
tidley, J., held that in the absence of a certificate by Mr. Voelliamv 





[Reportes "y H. Lanerozn Lewis, Barrister-at-Law.] 





ubstituting the proposed new building line for the old one. the la 
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one remained, and that the houses in front of it, being there by con- | 
sent, were properly disregarded by the superintending architect in | 
fixing the present building line. The appeal was accordingly ‘dis 
missed. The building owners appealed. 

Tue Court having taken time, allowed the appeal, with costs. 

Kennepy, L.J., read a considered judgment, in which he expressed 
the opinion that it was not competent for the County Council now to 
declare that what had suthorized and approved in 1867 by the 
Metropolitan Board of Works as the general line of building frontage 


been 


Was wrong 


which had since passed, many valuable buildings had been erected 
which would now be, if the appeal were dismissed, in front of the 
certified building line altogether. A general line of buildings was a 
fact which might be modified or might cease to exist, and there wa 
no authority to justify the proposition that a general line of buildings 


immovable 


once found to exist was to be treated as In the present 
case there was a change in circumstances affecting the building line, and 
he could see no reason ny t hould not he recogi ized The sanction 


in 1867 was a general sanction so to build as to bring a general line of 
buildings into being, and it was given in order to render legal pro 
in regard to a disputed advance of the general line of 
buildings unnecessary and to secure the regulation of the improved 
frontage, which was natural and beyond controversy, to form the 
general line of buildings. He agreed with the dissenting judgment 
of Lush, J., and therefore the appeal should be allowed, with costs. 
Swinren Eapy, L.J., read a judgment to the like effect. 
Kennepy, L.J., said that Vaughan Williams, L.J.. asked him to say 
that, while he thought the case a difficult one, he did not desire to differ 


ceedings 


from the opinion expressed by the other members of the court. 
Counset, for the appellants, Pyde, K.C., and Herbert Smath; for the 
respondents, Sankey, K.( ind De ldy Soricirors, Dalston, Sons 


Kuiman; Edward Tanner 


{Reported by Exsxiws Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.) 


Re THE VEXATIOUS ACTIONS ACT, 1896, and Re BERNARD BOALER 


No. 2, 2ist and 29th May. 

VexaATIous ACTION Civin Prockeptncs—INFroRMATION—ORDER THA 

NO LecaL Proceepines be Lxstirures wrrnout Leave or Hiau Courr 

Restriction or Jurismicrion vo Crym PRroceepincs—VExXaTiIous 

Actions Acr, 1896 (59 & 60 Vier. c. 51), s. 1 

The Vexatious Actions Act, 1896. does not apply fo eriminal pro 
ceedings 

Decision of Divisional Court (Darling and Lush, JJ., Bankes, J.. 
dissenting 1914, 1 A. B. 122) afhrmed hy Kennedy, L.J., and Serutton. 
JA Buc kley, L.J.. dissentiente 


Appeal py the Crown ayaimst a decision of the Divisional Court 


reported 1914, 1 K. B. 122), on an application by Bernard Boaler that 
an order made against him under the Vexatious Actions Act, 1896, re 
training him from instituting legal proceedings without leave of the 


court should be discharged on the ground, inter alia, that the jurisdiction 
riven by that Act and that the court 
had no power to abrogate the applicant’s common law right as a citizen 
to prefer a bill of indictment to the Grand Jury of the Central Crimina: 
Court for felony or misdemeanour According to an affidavit filed, 
soaler had commenced forty-six separate and distinct legal proceedings 
called John Esson & Sons (Limited) for alleved 
breaches of the Companies Acts. Of six in the schedule 
informations by way of institution of criminal proceedings. The order 
restraining Boaler from continuing these proceedings was made on the 
17th of December, 1910. _On the 13th of July, on a motion by Boaler 
to have the order set aside wholly on certain grounds, or alternatively 
for a declaration that it was restricted to civil proceedings, and there 
fore that he was entitled to proceed with those charges based on indict 
ment, ‘the Divisional Court (Bankes, J., dissenting) held that the order 
of the 17th of December, 1910, must be limited so as to exclude criminal 
proceedings. The order of the 17th of December, 1910, was as follows : 

‘*It is ordered that no legal proceedings shall be instituted by the 
said Bernard n the High Court, or in any other court, unless 
he obtains the of the High Court. or some judge thereof, and 
satisfies the court or judge that such legal proceeding is not an abuse 
of the process of the court, and that there is a primd-facie ground for 
such proceedings. The Crown appealed. Boaler in person. Cur, ad. rult 

Bucktey, L.J., pointed out that the Act was one which contained no 
preamble, and following the principle laid down by Lord Macnaghten 
in Vacher & Son (Limited) v. London o; Compositors (1913, 
A. C. 107, page 118), the duty of the court in construing the Act, 
therefore, was to give to the words their natural and ordinary sense 
as best declaring the intention of the law-giver. The obvious intention 
of the Act to a person habitually and persistently insti 
tuting vexatious legal proceedings. He thought the term legal pro 
ceedings was wide enough to cover both criminal and civil proceedings 
He was of opinion that the appeal of the Crown 


as limited to civil proceedings, 


against a company 


these were 


Boaler i 
le ave 


Societ 


was prevent 


which were vexatious 
should be allowed. 
Kennepy, L.J., was of opinion that the meaning of the expression 
‘legal proceedings ’’ was in itself ambiguous. He referred to text 
books and cases in which the term “legal proceedings ’’ had been con 
sidered, and said that, taken with the context, he came to the conclusion 
that the narrower construction was to be preferred, and that the majority 
of the Divisional were right in deciding that in the order the 
restriction applied only to the “‘ instituting "’ of civil proceedings. The 
appeal should be dismissed. 





Court 


On the faith of what was done then, during all the period 





Scrurton, J., read a judgment agreeing with Kennedy, L.J. Accord 
ingly the judgment of the Divisional Court was affirmed.—Counset, { 
the Crown, The Solicitor-General (Sir S. O. Buckmaster, K.C.) and 
Branson. Soricrvors, The Treasury Solicitor; Steadman, Van Praag 
& Gaylor. 

[Reported by Erssrine Reip, Barrister-at-Law.] 


EXECUTORS OF THOMAS WAITE (Deceased) v. COMMISSIONERS OF 


INLAND REVENUE. No.1. Sth, 6th, and 27th May. 
tEVENUR—VALUATION FoR LAND VaLue Dutirs—‘‘Srre Vatu 
‘Divestep or BurLpInGs AND STRUCTURI IN CONNECT! 
WITH sucH Buu.oInGs ’’—ANCIENT Bank PROTECTING Fen LAND FR 
INUNDATION Burprnc LaNnp Fosance (1909-10) Act, 1910 
Ep. s, c. 8), s. 25 (2) anp (4). 
tn embankment formed of earth and covered with turf, which 7} 


tects farm lands lying helow the level of high-water mark at piing 
tides huilding’”’ or ** structui 
in Finance (1909-10) Ac? 


nota 


the 


from inundation by the 
with a building” 


Se, 4 


within 


connection 


1910, «. 25 (2), and the land must noi be treated as having been divest: 
g 
thereof for the mrpose of arriving at its site value, 
pur} g at 
‘ Building land means land which has a potential value for the 
purpose of erec ‘ing houses or other buildings on at, greater than f 


for agricultural Purposes, 
Appeal from a decision of Scrutton, J., on appeal from that of 


referee under the Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910, fixing the gr 


} 
rate 


SS i 


of a farm at Wrangle, near Boston, L.ncolnshire, at £6,015, ai 
the full site value at £5,295. The farm consisted of about 150 ac 
on the north shore of the Wash, the great bulk of which was beio 


the level of high water at ordinary spring tides, and would be subj 


to inundation by the sea but for the fact that it was protected 

portions of two embankments, one known as the Roman bank, anid 
believed to have been of Roman origin, which in its entire lengt 
extended 50 miles, from Wainfleet to King’s Lynn, and the othe 
known as the Adventurer’s bank, protecting 33 acres which lay ou 
side the ancient bank and had been reclaimed from the sea in 180 


{ 


toth banks were formed of rammed eartl covered with herbage, t] 


newer one being about a foot higher than the Roman bank. The f 

vas drained by dykes leading to a sluice through the bank on oth 
land. In valving the farm the referee made no deduction in res} 
of the banks, and-Scrutton, J., upheld his decision. By section 2 


2) of the above Act the full site value of lard means the amount 
which remains after deducting from the gross value the differen 
(if any) between that value and the value which the fee simple i 
sold at the time in the open market by a willing seller might 
expected to realise if the land were divested of any buildings and « 
ny other structures on, in, or under the surface which are app 
tenant to or used in connection with any such buildings. The 
appellants contended that both banks were buildings or structures 
connected with buildings within the meaning of the section, and that 
the land should be treated as heing of the value it would be if th 
banks were removed, in which it would speedily be reduce: 
to a salt marsh by inundation; and they further contended that tl 
value of the land was directly attributable to the banks, which we 
works executed . for the purpose of improving the value of the 
land as building land ’’ within section 25 (4) (b). Cur. adv. rult. 
Tue Court dismissed the appeal. 
Cozens-Harpy, M.R., said that the question was whether eithe 
these banks could be called a ‘“‘ building.’’ In his opinion, they 
could not. No doubt there might be a building constructed of wood 
is well as of brick or stone, and it not necessary that it should 
have a roof. But a bank made of consolidated earth, though it might 
be so well constructed as to have kept out for two thousand 
years, was not a “ building”’ for the purposes of the Act. It hed been 
contended that the policy of the Act was to get at what had been 
called the ‘‘ prairie’’ value of the land, without regard ny in 
provement made by man; but the langusge of the Act did admi 


case 


of 


was 


the sea 


to 
not 


of suck a construction. Millions of money had been spent by land 
owners in drainage, which had enormously improved their lands for 
gricultural purposes, but no reduction or allowance could be claimed 
for such expenditure. The sea walls, though not “ buildings,” might 
be ‘‘structures,’’ but could not possibly be structures in connection 
vith the farm buildings. Then the appellants relied on section 25 


sub-section (4) (b), under whicl. capital experditure bend-fide incurred 
for the purpose of improving the value of the land as building land, 
»* for the purpose of any trade or industry other than agriculture 
nust be deducted in order to ascertain the ass« ssable site value in 
his lordship’s opinion, the meaning of the words ‘“‘land as buildin 
land.”’ must be that there was at the time a reasonable and pi 
chance of the land being laid out and developed for building purposes 
Though the sea walls, by turning a marsh into arable land, had made 
it possible to build upon it, that was not sufficient to bring the 
vithin sub-section (4) (b). The exclusion of agriculture in the sul 
ection was, again, fetal to the claim. Sut it was urged that the 
words at the end of the section applied, and that expenditure incurred 
for the purpose of improving the land _ for agriculture might 
be allowed as a deduction if the expenditure had at the same time 
improved the value as building land, or for the purpose of any trade 
1 industry other than agriculture. There was nothing, in his opinion, 
in those words which applied to the present case. It was ridiculous 
to suggest that at the present time there was any business, trade ot 
industry other than agriculture for which this land could reasonably 
| be used. The decision of the referee approved by Scrutton, J., was 
richt, and the appeal must be dismissed with costs. 


Tra te 


case 


} 
aiso 
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Swinren Eapy and Pickrorp, L.JJ., delivered judgment to the 
sume effect, the former referring to Long Katon Recreation Grounds 


Co. (Limited) v. Midland Railway Co. (1902, 2 K. B. 574), where a 
railway embankment was held to be a ‘‘ building’’ within the meaning 
of a restrictive: covenant.—CounseL, Sir S. Buckmaster, 8.G., and 


W. Finlay; Sir R. Finlay, and W, Allen. 
&: Anderson; Solicitor of Inland Revenue. 
[Reported by H. Lancrorp Lewis, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Soxicitors, Lewin Gregory 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


HADHAM RURAL DISTRICT COUNCIL v. CRALLEN, 
30th April. 


PurcHAsrt or FARM Lanp sy Loca AUTHORITY FOR 
Water SuppLy—Covenanr TO Supply A 
XEASONABLE AMOUNT OF WATER TO THE FARMHOUSE [REE Ol! 
CHARGE-——ALTERATION AND ENLARGEMENT OF FARMHOUSE INTO ResI- 
DENTIAL MANSION-—-INCREASE OF Usrr-—-Usrer To WASH A MOTOR-CAR 
COVENANT SEVERED AND PartLty DrscHARGED. 

Where the local authority, in part consideration for the purchase 

/ certain land on a farm, covenanted to supply a reasonable amount 

/ water free of charge to the farmhouse and also to farm buildings, 

nd the farmhouse was subsequently considerably enlarged and re- 
christened “* Carldane Court.”’ 

Held, that the farmhouse which existed at the date of the covenant 
had ceased to exist, and conseqvently that the liability of the local 
authority on the covenant to supply water thereto was gone; but that 
the covenant was severable, and the farm buildings remuining substan- 
tially unaltered, the local authority must still give a reasonable supply 
of water to such farm buildings. 


Neville, J. 


CoVENANE— WATER 
PURPOSE OF PUBLIC 


This was an action by the plaintiff council to determine their lia- 
bilities (if any) under a covenant in a conveyance of a part of the 
land of a farm known as Chaldeans Farm, in the parish of) Much 
Hadham, Herts, to them as the water authority of the district fox 
the purpose of a reservoir. They had covenanted with the then owner 
of the farm to lay down all necessary pipes for a reasonable supply 
cf water up to Chaldeans Farm, but not any internal pipes or fittings, 
and also to lay down pipes and erect a stand-pipe tor a reasonable 
supply of water to the farm buildings, and to supply a reasonable 
quantity of water for the use of the house and the farm buildings free 
of charge. The house at this date consisted of about seven rooms, with 
a kitchen, scullery, etc. It was subsequently purchased by the 
defendant and considerably enlarged, and now comprised about 18 
and rechristened Carldane Court. The farm buildings 
had not been altered, except tkat part of them had been turned into 
a garage. The rest of the farm buildings were let to a farmer, who 
did pot reside on the premises. Difficulties and disputes had arisen 
as to how much, if any, water the defendant was now entitled to free 
of charge. Counsel for the Hadham Rural District Council abandoned 
at the trial one of the contentions which they had put forward, namely, 
that the covenant did not run with the land, but now contended that 
defendant had so changed the character of the house and con 
ounded its identity that he was not entitled to a free supply of water 
to Carldane Court for any purpose whatsoever, and that in any event 
he was not entitled to use water supplied free to the farm buildings 
for the purpose of washing his motor-cars. 

NEVILLE, J., after stating the facts, said: On the construction of 
this covenant I hold that it is a covenant to give a reasonable supply 
water free of charge for the use of the farmhouse and farm 
buildings as they existed at tne date of the covenant, and that it is 
severable. I further hold that the defendant has so altered and en 
larged the house that it has cea ‘ed to be the farmhouse which existed 
at the date of the covenant, and accordingly that the obligation of the 
plaintiffs under the covenant to supply water free of charge to the 
farmhouse is discharged and gone. With regard to the farm buildings, 
however, they remain substantially unaltered, and accordingly the 
covenant to supply water to them is still subsisting. The fact that 
they are let off to a tenant who does not reside at the farm is not 
relevant. The defendant is therefore still entitled to a reasonable supply 
of water to the farm buildings from the stand-pipe free of charge, 
but such supply must not include the washing of motor-cars housed 
in the garage, and with regard to the house, he is liable to the water 
rate from the date of the alterations.—Counset, Peterson, K.C., and 
Grerard Hill; Jenkins, K.C., and R. Roope Reeve. Sortcrtors, Rooks 
Spiers, Wales & Ward; King, Adams & Co. j 
M. May, Barrister-at-Law.} 


rooms, was 


the 


or 


(Reported by ~, 


LORD ASHBURTON v. NOCTON, Sargant, J. 26th May. 


Lann CuHarces—-Receiver— EvLecrr-—JuDGMEN' Act, 1838 (1 & 2 
Vier. c. 110), 15—JupGments Acr, 1864 (27 & 28 Vicr. c. 112 
s. 1—Lanp CuHarces Act, 1900 (63 & 64 VicT. c. 26), s. 2—Lanp 
CHARGI REGISTRATION AND SEARCHES Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vic. 
€ 1), 3s 5. 


An orde r appointing a receiver by way of ¢ quitable execution of the 
rents of incumbered property, which could not be taken under a writ 
of} elegit, does not operale as a charge until it reqistered under 


is 


ection 5 of the Land Charges Registration and Searches Act, 1888 
(51 d& 52 Viet. e. 


t 


51), s. 5 





This was a summons issued against the tenant of certain lands of 
| which the defendant Nocton was the owner of the equity of redemption. 
| The facts were that Lord Ashburton had had litigation with the 
| defendant Nocton, and had recovered judgment for a very large sum, 
|} and had issued writs of elegit under that judgment against the 

defendant Nocton’s land. Nocton’s interest in the particular land let 
to this tenant was subject to an incumbrance, and accordingly he was 
only the owner of the equity of redemption therein. Hence the land 
could not be taken under a writ of elegit. The plaintiff, there 
fore, obtained from the court an appointment of a receiver on the 
30th of April, 1913. When the receiver applied to the tenant for the 
rents, it was discovered that, by arrangement with Nocton, the tenant 
had paid a certain part of his rent in advance at a discount. The tenant 
had done this entirely bona fide, and without any knowledge or notice of 
the facts as between Lord Ashburton and Nocton. This summons was 
taken out asking that he might be ordered to pay to the receiver the 
sum of £157 10s., due from. him for arrears of rent for his occupation 
from the 25th of March, 1913, to the 29th of September, 1913. By 
virtue of the Judgments Act, 1838, s. 13, judgments were thereafter 


to operate as charges on lands of a debtor, subject to a_ proviso 
as to when the charge was to take effect. By virtue of the 
Judgments Act, 1864, s. 1, a judgment was not to affect any land 
until it had been actually delivered in execution by virtue of 


a writ of elegit, or other lawful authority, in pursuance of such judg 


ment. Before the receiver was appointed there was no charge on 
the land other than the incumbrance referred to above. It is pro 
vided by section 2 of the Land Charges Act, 1900 (63 & 64 Vict. c. 26), 


that a judgment is not to operate as a charge on land until a writ or 
order for the purpose of enforcing it is registered under section 5 of 
the Land Charges Registration and Searches Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vict. c. 
51). 

SaRGANT. J., after stating the facts, said: I have come to the con 
clusion that the effect of these two sections read together is that there 
must be registration of the writ or order capable of affecting the land, 
and that the Land Charges Act, 1900 (63 & 64 Vict. c. 26), does not 
give a charge where the order affecting a receiver is not 
until after the transaction with the judgment debtor 
in the present case, the arrangement made by Nocton 
made the order 


extend to 
registered 
Accordingly, 
before 


with the tenant is good, because it was ; was 
revistered.—CounseL, A. @ Beckett Terrell; Martelli, K.C., and J. bh 
Harman. Sorscrvors, HW. S. Knight Gregson; McLeod, Lyre, Dowling 
& Co. 
[Reported by L, M, May, Barrister-at-Law.] 
Bankruptcy Cases. 
Re ARNOLD. Ax porte HEAT. Horrid se and Atkin, JJ. 2ith May 
BANKRUPTCY —P racrice—APPEALS—Money’s WortH INVOLVED NOT 
over £50—Bankruprcy Rutes, 1886-1914, r. 129 (1) (A). 


Rule 129 (1) («) which forbids the bringing of an appeal without leave 
where the money or Moneys worth involved in the pe rceedings does not 
exceed £50 applies to the moneys worth involved in the proceedings 
in the Court of first instanee, and tf that exceed £50 an appe al may be 
brought without leave, though the money's worth involved in the pro- 
ceedings on appeal he less than £50. 

Appeal from a decision of the judge of the Chelmsford County Court. 
The debtor had been adjudicated bankrupt in 1910. On the 19th of 
February, 1914, an application made in the county court at 
Chelmsford by the official receiver, as trustee in the bankruptcy, for an 
order that G. H. Hext should pay to the trustee a sum of £126 5s. 6d., 
the proceeds of the sale of certain goods and chattels which had been 
paid to G. H. Hext, upon the grounds that such goods and chattels 
were in the order atid disposition of the bankrupt at the date of the 
commencement of the bankruptcy, and that the payment of the proceeds 
of their sale to Hext was void against the trustee as a fraudulent pre 
ference. The county court judge decided that the goods were not in 
the order and disposition of the bankrupt at the commencement of thi 
bankruptcy, but that the payment of £13 5s. 9d. out of the £126 5s. 6d. 
claimed was void as a fraudulent preference; and ordered that Hext 
should pay such sum of £13 5s. 9d. to the trustee, and also the costs 
of this and of a previous motion. Hext appealed upon the grounds that 
the payment of the £13 5s. 6d. was not a fraudulent preference, and 
that it was inequitable that he should be ordered to pay the costs of 
the two motions. Counsel for the respondent took the preliminary 
objection that no appeal lay, by reason of the provisions of rule lzy 
(L) (a) : “* No appeal shall be brought without the leave of the court, o1 
of the Court of Appeal, from any order made by consent, or as to costs 
only, or from any order relating to property when it is apparent from 
the proceedings that the money or money's worth involved does not 
exceed £50."’ Counsel for the respondent contended that costs amount 
ing to over £50 were involved, and also that the m or money's 
vorth involved in the proceedings before the county court amounted 
to £126 5s. 6d., and it was that amount, not the amount involved in 
the proceedings on appeal, which must be taken into consideration when 
interpreting the rule. 

Hornivece, J.—In this case the official receiver moved in the count: 
| court for a declaration that certain goods, which considerably exceeded 
| £50 in value, were in the order and disposition of the bankrupt at the 
commencement of the bankruptcy. The notice of motien c! ched for 


was 


mey 
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an order that the proceeds of the sale of the goods should be paid over | 


to him on the ground that the payment of the same to the respondent 


as void as a traudulent preference. The county court judge refused 
he application so far as it related to the declaration that the goods 
ére in t order and disposition of the bankrupt, but held that 
£15 5s. Gd., part of tne proceeds of the sale of the goods, must be 
vanded over to the trustee, on t rr und that the payment thereof to 
the respondent had been a fraudulent preference It is quite true that 
he only amour invoived in the proceedings on appeal is the 
£135 5s. 9d., and, if the rule means that the amount involved in the 
proceedings is only the £13 5s, Gd. the objection is well founded. But 
{ think that the order of the county court judge here did relate to 
property of more than £13 5s. 9d. in value, because he refused the 
ipplication for « declaration that property of far greater value than 


£50 was in the 


order and disposition of the bankrupt I think that 


vhat the ourt has to look at is, what is the ilue of the propert 
nvolved in the original ‘application in the court of first instance. it 
vas contended that the sts of the two motions here would amount to 
er £50, hut I think that is not a sound suggestion However, as the 
ubject-m er of the order appealed from was over £50 in value the 
preliminary objection fails 
ATKIN, J mcurred The appeal was then heard on the merits and 
illowed COUNSEL, / W. Hiunsell Tindal Davis SOLICITORS 
Wood, Nash, d& Uo., for J. Ll. He zs. Torquay Beaumont d Bright, 
Maldon, 
{Reported by P. M. Francxe, Barrister-at-Law.] 
N » 
ew Orders, &c. 
[he King’s Birthday. 
The cou ind office f the Supreme Court will be closed on Monda 
the 22nd of June, be the day appointed to be kept as the King 


Birthday 


Societies. 
The Law Society. 


ire extracts from the annual report ¢ f the Council 
Shortly after the death of Mr. Ellett, 


ome of his poe nal friends subscribed to a fund for 


he purpose of securing his portrait \ir. Hugh G tiviere, with whom 
‘lr. Eliet hortly betore his death, had been in personal communica 
tion on tl subject of a portrait which the Gloucester and Wiltshire 
Incorporated La Suciety ished to have, was duly commissioned 
Hi vo recent mpleted ha been presented to the So ety and 
m in the Ha \ sum of £67, representing the balance of the fund 
ollected va handed to the Sol tors’ Benevolent Association. 
Vembership of the Society The Society has now 9,073 members, 
of whom 4,165 practise in town and 4,908 in the country. The number 
of members ho joined the Society during the past year is 356, as 
ompared h 265 in the pre us yeal After allowing for deaths, 
re nations and ¢ sions, the number of members shews an increase 
f, , . f 17 
Se p of the Society It is with very sincere regret that the 
ouncil ha | | the resignation by Mr S. P. B. Bucknill of 
the Secretaryshi; f th Society Mr Bucknill was appointed 
Assistant Secretar mn the yea 1880, and Secretar in 1909. The 
Council desire to express their very high appreciation of Mr. Bucknill’s 
ervices during long tenure of office, and feel sure that such appre 
lation Ww be wene illy shared by the Society The Council have 
ippointed as Mi Bucknoill’s successor Mr E. R. Cook, the present 
(Assistant Secretar Mr. Herbert Edward Jones has been appointed 


g Assistant Se« 


funual Pro 


etary in the pla of Mr. Cook 


cial Meeting No Provincial Meeting of the Soviet y 


took place in the year 1913 The President, however, delivered a 
Presidential address at the Special General Meeting in January last, 
hich was held, as usual, in London, An invitation has been accepted 


om the Herefordshire Ine« porated Law Svc lety to hold this year's 
Provincial Meeting at Hereford, and it has been fixed to take place 
here on the 29th and 30th of S pte mber, 1914 The Herefordshire 
wiety, in extending to members a cordial invitation to hold a meet 
at Hereford, state that the Society may be assured of a hearty 
elcome At a meeting of the Council, held on the 6th of March last, 


s of the ™&« 
vh h accrue 
» the fact th 


revent the holding oft su h meetinus, the Council are of opinion t} 
the expenses relative to the busine 


he following reolution was passed unanimously : 


to 


** Provincial Meet 
ty Resolved—That having regard to the advantages 
the Society from meetings held in the Provinces, and 
the expenses falling upon the local Societies tend to 
at 
of a provincial meeting, not in 


luding the expenses connected with the pleasure and entertainment 


t those mem} 


that part of th 


Law Societi 


meeting 
Registry D 
been rece | 


“hi Depart 





uttending it, should be paid by the Law Society, and 


st of entertainment hitherto borne by the Provincial 


ht properly be borne by the members attending the 

if Dur the past vear sé eral letters have 
n mem referring to the assistance afforded by 
The Secretar has been infew~ed of mortgages of 








varied amount which have been arranged. There was a decrease in 
entries on the Sales and Mortgage Registers, and an increase in the 
Partnership and Clerkships Registers received during 1913 over the 
previous year. The registry is answering its purpose well, and this 
tact should encourage members to make fuller use of it as a means of 
making known their own requirements and ascertaining those of others 
Lhe attention of members spe ially directed to the Society's Cler] 

ship Registers. About 2,500 entries a year are made on the Society 

Register F (Clerkships Wanted) by admitted or unadmitted clerks in 

vant of situations, and for many years past a record has been kept o 
such clerks No clerk is allowed to inspect the Register of Vacant 
Situations or enter his name without having first produced a letter of 
recommendation from a member of the Society, or, in cases where it 

impossible to obtain this, from some responsible person, to the effect 
that the clerk is personally known to the writer and is of good characte: 
Be this means the Council are able to ensure that the Register is, a 
far as possible, kept free of undesirable applicants. 

Record and Statistical Department.—The enquiries received by the 
Society's Record and Statistical Department during the past year again 

how a considerable increase over those of the previous twelve months 
indicating that the existence of this Department is becoming more 

nerally known, and that members, having once availed themselves of 
its services, now enquire of the Department before attempting to obtai: 
the information elsewhere. The majority of these enquiries are for 
the purpose of tracing deeds and papers, and in most cases the re 
quired information has been supplied. Although a quantity of valuabl 
statistics has been compiled, there are still many retired and deceased 
solicitors as to whom no information has been received, and th: 
Council will be glad if members who have not already done so will 
send the Secretary particulars of any solicitor’s practice or papers to 
which they, or their firms, have succeeded. Members’ attention is also 
directed to the list of solicitors whose whereabouts are unknown which 
s published each month in the Registry Supplement of the Gazette. 
\ny ifformation which may exist concerning the present address or 
the death or successor of any of them should be forwarded to the 
Secretary. Arrangements have recently been made with the Registrar 
General, as a result of which the Society will receive certificates of 
the deaths of solicitors as they occur. 

Candidates for Examination.—The numbers of successful candidates 
in 1913-14, as compared with the numbers in 1912-13, are as follows : 
Preliminary, 132, as against 171; Intermediate (Law), 389, as against 
439; (Accountants and Book-keeping), 442, as against 497; Final, 461 
as against 477; Honours, 52, as against 55. It may be of interest to 
note the difference in the number of candidates giving notice for 
Examination in 1903 and 1913. For the Preliminary Examination, 
1903. there were 506 as ayainst 266 in 1913, a decrease of 300. For 
the Intermediate Examination, 1903, there were 896, as against 658 in 
1913, a decrease of 238. For the Final Examination, 1903, there were 
912, as against 605 in 1913, a decrease of 307. A comparison between 
the number of Articles of Clerkship registered in 1yu3 and 1913 shows 
that in the former year there were registered 800 Articles of Clerkghiy 
of which 701 were original Articles, while in 1913 only 477 Article 
were registered, of which 428 were original Articles, showing a falling 
off in the number of Clerks entering into Articles of Clerkship of 273. 
The number of persons admitted as solicitors in 1905 was 558, and in 
1913 it was 485, a decrease of 73. . 

Py liminary Examination.—The Council’s Bill to repeal the pro 
vision in the Solicitors Act, 1877, which exempts holders of the junior 
certificates of the Oxford and Cambridge Loca! Examinations from 
the Society’s Preliminary Examination, has again been introduced by 
Mr. J. W. Hills, M.P. It has been slightly amerded to meet the 
iews of the representatives in Parliament of the two Universities con- 
cerned, who have now expressed their willingness to support it. 

Re quest hy the Late Vr. H. W. Trinder. By this beque st a sum of 
£2,000 was left to the Society upon trust to expend the income in pay 
ing the stamp on the articles of clerkship and for the maintenance 
during articles of sons of deceased solicitors who, owing to the death 

of their parent, might find themselves in a position inferior financially 
to that which they might otherwise reasonably have expected to occupy. 
The Council received the legacy in November, 1911, and allowed the 
income to accumulate until a reasonably substantial sum became at 
their disposal. In the early part of the present year they considered 
that the time had arrived for disbursing the accumulations, and accord 
inuly forwarded to each of the Provincial Law Societies a cireulat 
letter informing them as to the circumstances and requesting an inti 
mation as to any suitable cases for assistance which might have been 
brought to their attention The Council are glad now to inform 
members that as a result of their action theyghave been able ver; 
materially to assist the sons of two solicitors, one formerly practising 
in London and the other in the Provinces, whose sudden death had 
left their sons, who had just previously been articled to them, in a 
position such as the testator had contemplated. 

The Society’s Teaching System.—The number of students attending 
the Societv’s lectures and classes during the session has been 283. of 
whom 225 have been oral and 58 correspondence students. Altogether, 
since the establishment of the new system in 1903, 1.509 students have 
taken advantage of it. The entry of entirely new students during the 
session has been 118; but many who had previously been Intermediate 
also joined this session with a view of preparing for 
These 


vhich were themselves an increase over those 


students have 
the Fir il | 
firrure for last 


mination, figures show an increase over the 
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of the previous session. At 


the four qualifying examinations. which 
have been held since the last Annual Report was prepared, 200 of the 
Society’s students have been ssful in passing :—viz., 87 in the 
Final, 71 in the Intermediate, and 42 in Accounts and Book-keeping 


succ 


only. Sixteen of the Society’s students have obtained Honours, viz., 2 
in the first class, 5 in the second, and 9 in the third. Six of the 
Society's special prizes have been awarded during the year to the 
Society's students on the results of the examinations. Whilst the 
Society's system aims rather at qualifying a student for his profes 
sional duties than for passing his examinations, it is satisfactory to 
know that this aim is not found in practice to be incompatible with 


success in the examinations. ‘The work of the degree classes continues 
to maintain its high standard. At the degree examinations of the 
University of London, held in September last, two of the Society's 


students obtained first class Honoyrs (one with 
students were successful in the London University, lntermediate. 
holders of the Society s studentshiy s were Sut There 
been a large the year in the at 
classes held by the Soc iety for candidates for | niversity Degrees. At 
present at least 16 are studying for the Degree Intermediate. The 
award of studentships and of prizes of books for diligent attendance 
and work in connection with the Society’s teaching system, has been 
continued during the past year on much the same lines as in recent 
years; except that, for the present year, the Council have sanctioned 
the addition of a special prize for Degree students. The steady growth 
in popularity of the students’ social rooms opened in March, 1912, 
referred to in the last Annual Report, continues; and, during the 
busy hours of the day, the capacity of the rooms is already taxed to 
the utmost. Ata reception of the Society’s students by the Principal 
and other Members of the Teaching Staff, held (by permission of the 
Council) on the 9th of March, in the Common Room and Library of 
the Society, Viscount Bryce, O.M., delivered an interesting and in 
structive address, which was listened to with great attention by the 
large number of students present. The President of the Society (Mr. 
Trower) occupied the chair; and several members of Council and other 
well-known members of the legal profession were present. 

Exe mption Order.—The proposal (referred to on p. 22 of the lasi 
Annual Report) that the training of Articled Clerks should, where pos 
sible, be supplemented by a year’s attendance before articles at an 
Approved Law School, which éhould exempt from one year’s ordinary 
service under articles, has been partly carried into effect since the last 
Annual Report was issued, by the issue of an Order under section 13 
f the Solicitors’ Act, 1877. By the terms of that Order (made by 


a scholarsh p). Two 
‘lwo 
has 


the 


also cessful. 


increase during past attendance 





the Master of the Rolls with the concurrence of the Lord Chancellor 
ard the Lord Chief Justice), any person who, before entering into 
urticles, but after passing one of the qualifying tests of general educa 
tion s} «ified in the Schedule to the Order, has attended, to th: 
satisfaction of the Council, for one whole teaching year, the 


curriculum of lectures and classes at the Society’s Hall approved of fo: 
that purpose by the Council,’ and has similarly, during the same period, 
pursued, under the direction and guidance of the Society’s Teaching 
Staff, such private study as the Council prescribe, and passed ths 
examination held by the Law Society in connection with such curri 
culum, may be admitted as a solicitor without serving under article: 
for more than four years. At present five students are qualifying unde) 
the new Order; and the result of the experiment will be interesting to 
vatch. It may be mentioned that, of these five students, four are the 
sons of solicitors. 

Scale Committee ; Costs The Council during the present year 
have found themselves able in three cases to accede to the request of 
members of the Society for assistance in appealing from decisions as 
regards the taxztion of They considered in each case not only 
that the decision complained of was incorrect, but that, if allowed t 
tind, it would be calculated to cause injustice to the profession as a 
vhole. The first case raised the question of whether a Taxing Mastei 

justified in all cases in insisting upon the production in party and 
party taxations of vouchers in respect of allowances for expenses made to 
the party to the litigation for whom the solicitor whose bill is being 
taxed is acting. The plaintiff b=d been obliged to travel from Florence 
to attend the trial of his acticn in London, and had been allowed 
by the Taxing Master the sum of £33 12s. for his expenses. The Tax 

Master had called for a voucher for this amount before allowing it 

the solicitor, but had expressed himself as willing to ‘stretch a 
point”? in the particular case, and, on the ground that the defendaut 
is Impecunious and probably would not be able to repay to the solicito 
e money which the latter would be obliged to pay to his client 
rder to obtain the voucher, to accept a letter from the plaintiff statin 
it he was aware of the allowance and ed in,it. The Counce! 
took the view that the acceptance of such a letter should be the general 
practice, and they accordingly acceded to the solicitor’s request to 

pport him in an appeal. This appeal resulted in an enquiry by the 
Lo ds Justices, as a consequence of which they considered thems Tv 
tified when delivering judgment in making the announcement that 
vas in fact the general practice of the Taxing Masters, of which th 

Lords Justices approved, to accept such a letter as that which iv 

case under appeal the Taxing Master had expressed himself will 

only to accept as a special concession. The case is Harhben v. 
rdon (reported at 83 L. J. K. B. 322, 109 L. T. 794). The Council feel 
at the result of the appeal will be to make the practice of acceptin 
letter of acknowledgment the generally recognised practice, and will 
prove of general benefit to the profession. They regard also a 
' considerable imvortance the statement Lord Vaucha 


Cases. 


costs. 


acquies 


Justice 


by 
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Williams in the course of his judgment, that the object of taxation 


as between party and party is to protect the party liable from undue 


claim by his opponent, that if the latter has reason to suppose that his 
solicitor 1 er-charging him, he can, and should, vet protection by a 
solicitor and client taxation, that it is no part of the duty of a Taxing 
Master on a taxation of costs between party and party to protect. the 
lient from anticipated possible frauds of the solicitor, and that so fai 
$s al ile in tl Taxing Office had been framed with that object, ut 
iad in uncalled for slur on solicitors as a profession. 
- Th d ca supported by the Council arose upon an allowance 
1 the Council regarded as inadequate, for a defendant’s costs in a 
{ n The ounty court judge in fixing the scale of 
sts unde hich t bill-of a suecessful defendant is to be taxed, 
had l at t! mount of the subject matter or sum claimed’ 
ithin t meani { tl scale by deducting from the sum actuall 
laime n the action by the plaintiff a sum paid into court by the 
lefer ) satisfaction of such claim. ‘The Council took the view 
that t! allowance should have been on the scale applicable to the 
amount actually claimed by the plaintiff without any deduc- 
tion hatever, and they ccordiy sly expres ed their willingness to 
support an appeal from the decision. The case (Hrans Bros: v. David & 
Son) came on for hearing before the Divisional Ccurt in February last, 


and is reported at 11 L. 8. G. 79. The court adopted the view of the 
Council, allowed the appeal and directed taxation of the costs on the 


} 1 


highel ile 

The third case arose upon a decision of Master Theobald that costs 
of a solicitor acting for a lunatic’ on the instructions of a quasi 
committee, appointed under Section 116 of the Lunacy Act, 1890, 


of Limitations, 


are barred by the Statute after a period of six years 
from the date on which they are incurred, although the scle reason 
for non-payment has been the fact that the income of the himati 
was sufficient only for his or her maintenance. | The Council regarded 
this decision as bad in law, and calculated to cause hardship to 


expressed their willingness to support 
the solicitors in an appeal. This appeal was heard on the 7th of April 
last, and is reported fe H. G. (11 L. 8. G. 112). The Court, consist 
ing of the Master of the Rolls and Lord Justice Buckley, over 
ruled the decision of the Master, expressing the opinion that in reality 


solicitors. They accordingly 


the solicitor had been acting for the lunatic and not for the quasi 
committee, and that even if the Court acting-on behalf of the lunatic 
had a discretion to plead the Statute of Limitations, it should 


certainly not exercise it to the prejudice of a solicitor in such circum 

those disclosed. 

Ieee pting Briefs Non Solicitor Clerks to Public 
Che reference to this subject which appeared on page 44 


tances as 
Counsel 
futhorities 


ljrom 


f the last Annual Report showed that the Bar Council had then 
expressed themselves as unprepared to depart from the rule’ which 
permitted a Barrister to accept briefs from Clerks to Public 
\uthorities, although such Clerks were not practising Solicitors. The 
Council are glad now to report that the rule has been rescinded. It 


ill be remembered that in the 1902 and 1903 correspondence 
took place between the Council and the Council of the Bar, the latte: 


years 


then stating that as admittedly the only business affected was with 
regard to appearances on local government enquiries, which they 
revarded as essentially different from contentious business in Court, 
th did not see then iy to agre ith the Council in deprecating 
the practi Che question again raised in the year 1911, when 
the neil informed the Bar Council that not only was the practice 
becoming more prevalent, but fears were entertained that its effect 
ould become more extended in view of the trend of legislation 
towards the establishment of lay tribunals for the settlement of 
disputes of all kinds. On the 25rd of February, 1912, the Associated 
Provit | Law Societies passed the following resolution : That 
the Council of the Law Society be requested to again take into then 
consideration the question of counsel accepting briefs to appear at 
Local Government Enquiries from Clerks to Local Authorities who 
are not solcitors.”’ This resolution was duly considered by the 
Council, who decided a n to enter into corresponderce with the Bat 
Council with a view to the abandonment of the rule. | Interviews 
followed, and as a consequence the Bar Council appointed a Special 
Committee to reconsider the whole subject. Ultimately, acting upon 
t] report of this Committee, the Bar Council abrogated the rule, 
and acquiesced in the views of the Council by providing that in future 
brie are not to be accepted from lay clerks. ‘The letter from the 
Bar Council, intimatin th decision vas as follaws: ‘General 
Council of the Bar, 2, Hare urt Temple, E.C., October 30th, 
13 Dear Sir,—l beg to inform you that the Bar Council have 
. finall dealt with the request of the Council of the Law Society 
for reconsideration of their previous rulings on the subject of the 


Public Authorities. 
Bar Council) which 


acceptance of briefs by Counsel from Clerks to 
On the 23rd instant the Special Committee of the 


received a deputation from your Council on this subject in, May of 
this vear, reported in favour of the following resolution :—‘ That 
it is undesirable that Counsel should accept any brief from a Clerk 
to a Local Authority who is not a solicitor | have the pleasure of 
informing your Society that on the 27th instant at their first meeting 
after the Long Vacation this resolution was adopted by the Bar 
Council.—Henry C. A. Binctry, Secretary. 

Conditions of Sale; Reservation of Conveyan e to the Vendor's 
Solicitor.—On page 56 of the last Annual Report an extended refer 
ence was made the fact tl the attenti 4 the Couneil had again 
been directed to conditions of sale in mon use in the County of 
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Cornwall, under hich there is reserved to the Vendor's solicitor 
the right to prepare th aveyance at the purchaser’s expense. 
Was mentioned that the ( neil had again expressed dis pproval of 
the condition and had decided to address mmunication on the 
subject to each solicitor pract in Coruwall, pointing out to him 
the objection felt to t practice by the whole profession and re 
questing its abandonment s that the neces sity for legislation mich 
be avoided 1 a tett s in due course forwarded to 140 
solicitors 1 tine it Oy + replies were received, and of thos 
13 € pre a 1 lo bandon thie condition if all the othe 
olicit pract in ¢ | ld a d ntinue its use, an 
only one ad ited i ptir The Cornwall Law Societ 
hich ¢t | th at nsiderat passed is resolution con 
firmu their previ emnati of tl mdition, but expressit 
th nion that it nment would not be effected without the 
issistan ft Le iu Lt be t t to the Council in these 
ircumstances that het i be no 1 necdiate likelihood ol an 
abandonment of the | eneral cor nt in the County, the 
caused the whole subis in to be referred to a Committe ith 
the object of obtaini report upon it and a recommendat 
is to the best course t toprt Such a report s in due course pre 
pared, submitted to t Council nad ypted print of it 
included in the Appendix at ] i] it il be seen that the Committe 
regarded the attitude adopted by those licitors in Cornwall wh 
declined to abandon tl use of the condition as reprehensible, and 
they recommended that t Lord ( hancellor should be requested t 
include in one of his recently-introduced Conveyancing Bills a claus 
to render the condition void The teport vas adopted by the Counci 
at their meeting on the 28th of November last, and subsequently 
opy of it was forwarded t the Lord Chancellor for his considera 
Lion 
Nolicitora tdditional Po Bill, 1913 This Bill, a print « 
which s included in tl Appendix to t last Annual teport, seeks 
to extend the powers at presen possessed | the Discipline Committee 
appointed from the Council under the Sol ors’ Act, 1888 As stated 
n the last Annual Rep rt, t Bill was introduced last yeal by Lord 
Loreburn into the House of Lords The Council had hoped to secur 
its passage but iel irred ind ultimatel the Bill had to le 
dropped It has been re-introduced by Lord Loreburn and has passed 
the House of Lords 
ldmission of Wome Neolicttor One of the actions referred to on 
page 58 of the last Annual Report brought against the Society by four 
ulies claim declarati that they were persons within the meaning 
of the Solicitors Act, 1843, and so entitled to be admitted to the Pre 
liminary Examination was heard by Mr. Justice Jovce in the Chancery 
Division in Jul last md | him dismissed Noti e of app al is 
iven and the ppea um on for hearing before the Court of Appeal 
msisting of The Master of the Rolls, Swinfen Eady, L..J and 
Phillimore, L.J judgment being given in December last dismissin 
the appeal with st The three remaining actions had been ordered 
o stand over to await the result of the first and have since accordingly 
been abandoned j 
Solicit Cualifi / Wom ) Bil On the Sth of March last 
i Bill was introdu lu the House of Commons | Mie 1W Hills 
vho 8s supported | Mii \met Mr. MeCurd \lr. Ramesa \la 
Donald, Mr. Radford and Mr. Worthingt»n 1] ns, tu rem dis 
jualifications « the yuund of se or marriage for the admission of 
erson 3 licitors and their actn and practisin solicitors under 
ie Solicitors Act The Bill was considered by the Parliamentary 
Committee. wl recommended that the Council should oppose it. This 
reommendation and everal of a similar nature from Provincial Law 
. ietic ere du ! lered vy the Couneil and adopted An intima 
n to this effect i e) it the Special Ceneral Meeting of the 
ociety held \ last 
Del ; ng Prot On page 55 of the last Annual Report 
reference was made to complaints which had been received by the 
Council of delay in the issue of probates owing to requisitions by the 
Estate Duty Department, and it was statid that a report had been 
prepared on the subject ind had been forwarded to the Senior Re gis 
trar of the Probate Division and to the Secretary of the Estate Duty 
Department Che correspondence which ensued is set oute@n the Sup 
plemental Rem rt of the Scale Committee wl } is included in the 
Appendix at } 32 It being apparent from such correspondence that 
the Estate Duty Department recognise that applications for probate 
ire urgent matte ud require prompt msideration the Council con 
wlered that no dad purpose would be el «| for tl present b 
carrying the matter further They intimated, h er, that if im th 
tuture probates ire delayed by unreasonable requisitions on the affi 


davits, they would be prepared again to raise the que stioi 


on receiving 


1 report of such delay 

Hoyal Commission on Legal Dele yun the A ng Bench Division 
It was stated in the last Aunual Report that the Lord Chairman of 
the Royal Commission had requested the Council to submit a definite 
ind detailed heme th 1 ird to the circuits and thap a reply had 
been made on behalf of the Council that they ould endeavour to pre 
pare such a scheme, but that in doing so they would feel themselves 
ompelled to isult the Provincial Law Societies and that in any case 
ome considerable time ould elay se before any definite scheme could 
he formulated The Council did in due course submit certain sugges- 
tions to the Provincial Law Societies and received replies which indi 
cated that considerable diffiult vould arise in preparing a schenv 
remodel the circuit em in such a way as to fall in with the view 


I : 
{ 


to 


of all those mainly concerned. Before any serious attempt to form 
a scheme had been put in hand a letter was received from t! 
Royal Commission to the effect that they were then about to consid: 
their report and that they would desire within one month to recé 
the Council’s proposals, as Otherwise they regretted they would 
obliged to proceed without the advantage of considering them. ‘I 


late 


Council, realising the impossibility of complying with such dema 
so informed the Royal Commission, and added that it would be us: 
for them in the circumstances to proceed further in the matter. TT! 
inal Report of the Royal Commission was issued in December 

he recommendations made in it are too numerous for quotation 


full, but it may be mentioned that the? included a recommendat 
that the Long Vacation of the King’s Bench Division should be redu 
to two months from the lst of August to the lst of October, and tl 
regards criminal work Grand Juries should be abolished both 
Assizes and Quarter Sessions, and that Courts of Quarter Sessi 
should be empowered to hold Sessions when convenient and should | 
required to hold them shortly before the date fixed for the A 


as 


3817 


wid that the Judge ssigned to go to the circuit should be empowered 
to commit persons wrongly committed to Assizes to be tried at tl 
Sessions preceding his Assize. The report also recommended that 
regards civil work causes should be entered not later than three weel 
before the date mentioned in the Order in Council for the Assize a 


all places except the last town on each circuit, and Manchester, Liv: 
pool, and Newcastle, at which places they might be entered up to t 
day preceding the commencement of work. It recommended also th 
the Judge of the circuit except in circumstan 
referred to, to alter the venue of any cause entered for trial to the la 
place on the circuit. The Council are not aware that any step has be« 
taken to give effect to the recommendations of the Royal Commission 
Bankrupty ict, 1913 On page 36 of the last Annual Report a 
account was given of the steps which up to that time had been take: 
by the Council with a view to protecting bona fide purchasers of rea 
property forming part of the after acquired estate of a bankrupt. It 
was stated that the Council had urged upon the Board of Trade th 
desirability of adopting thg principle recommended by the Bankrupt: 
Committee of 1908, of assimilating the law relating to after acquire: 
real property of a bankrupt to that governing his disposal of aft 
acquired personal property, and that the Parliamentary Secretary ha« 
originally promised that the views of the Council should receive carefu 
consideration, but had subse juently intimated that the Board of Trad 
had been unable to adopt them. It was found acordingly when tly 
Bill was introduced that the desired amendment had not been included 
The Council. therefore, with the assistance of Mr. J. W. Hills, M.P., 
took steps by moving amendments in the House of Commons to enforce 


be empowered, 


their strongly held views. They were supported in this matter by thi 
Bar Coun il, and are glad to be able to report that ultimately th 
action was successful, and that the Act as now passed does in fa 
assimilate the law relating to the after acquired real property of 
bankrupt to that affected is after acquired personalty. Tl 


Council consider that the thanks of the Society are due to Mr. J. W 
Hills for his support on the occasion, by which a grave difficulty in th 


vay of a complete and exhaustive examination of freehold titles ha 
been removed, 

Deht Collector I pplications The attention of the Council is fron 
time to time directed to printed notices forw urded by unqualified del 
ollect threatening debtors with proceedings in the County Court 


\Manv of these are colourable imitations of official documents issued | 


the County Courts, and obviously are intended to convey the impre 
sion that they are official communications. If such notices were issued 
by solicitors the Council could take steps to prohibit their cir ulation 
In the citeumstances, they can only make representations to Count 

Court Judges, and this they have done, as indicated in the report of 
the Professional Purposes Committee printed in the Appendix at 
». 161. , 

Rules of the Supreme Court in Ireland: Order X/., Rule I. 
wut of the Jurisdiction.—The attention of the Council has been directed 
fo the fact that the Rules of the High Court in Ireland empower tl 
Judges there to order service of an Irish writ on a defendant domiciled 
in England in cases in which it can be shown that the cause of acti 
has arisen upon a contract made within the jurisdiction of the Iris! 
Courts. Members will be aware that no corresponding right 
possessed by the English Courts. The Council were informed of 
which a Liverpool merchant, having contracted with a merchant 


Service 


ie Waterford had disputed only a very small part of the liability 
which he admitted he had in urred under the contract, and had for 
varded to the merchant in W aterford a cheque for the balance whicl 

heen returned. That the Waterford merchant had the 


IO Wwe rh 

te ov w ooh the Irish Courts for the full sum, and had obtained leave 
it under the powers referred to. It appe wed to the Council that 
were regarded as desirable that such a course of action should he 
it should, at all events, be accompanied by rec:proc atory right 
that the methed of bringin 


to serve 
if it 
possible, 


mn En land They considered, however, 
ibout reciprocity whi h would be most likely of achievement vould 
he to urge the rule-making authority to resen d the right of the [ri | 
Courts. Their reasons for this view are set it in a report which 1 
printed in the Appendix at p. 97. The Council have made representa 
tions to the Lord Chancellor requesting him to urge upon the Lord 
Chancellor of Ireland the desirability of making an alteration in the 
[rish Rules accordingly The Scottish Courts are at the same dis 
vdivantage, and the In orporated Society of Law Agents in Scotland 
have made similar representations. The subject is still under con 


lorat ite 
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Tax Returns hy? Solicitors.—The question as to the proper 
method for Solicitors to adopt in making out their returns under 
Schedule D. of the Income Tax Act, 1842, came before the Council 
for consideration in November last. It appeared that a firm of 
solicitors who until that time had been in the habit of making a 
return only of profits actually received had been called upon by the 
Commissioners to include the amounts of bills of costs delivered, but 
unpaid, and also an estimate of costs earned in respect of which no 
bills had been delivered. The question had arisen, not because there 
had been any suggestion that the solicitors had evaded, or desired to 
evade, due payment, but owing to the fact that on a recent death of 
one of the partners in the firm it had come to the knowledge of the 
Inland Revenue Authorities, through an inspection of the accounts 
rendered by the deceased partner's executors, that his estate had re 
ved credit for a sum for estimated profits to the date of his death. 


Income 
e 


The Council referred the subject to a Committee for consideration, 
d their views upon it are expressed in a report which is included in 
the Appendix at p. 103. In accordance with the recommendation made 
in the report, communications on the subject were addressed by the 
Council to the Board of Inland Revenue, and it is with satisfaction that 
they are now able to report that they subsequently received an intima 
ion from the solicitors whose return had keen questioned to the effect 
that, consequent upon the representations which the Council had made, 
n amicable arrangement had been concluded under which the returns 
would be made and accepted on the same basis as formerly, namely, 
m profits actually received, the solicitors undertaking to make any 
ecessary adjustment on the death or retirement of any partner. 

Agency Allowances Between English and Scottish Solicitors 
Representations have been made to the Council during the current 
vear urging upon them the desirability, if possible, of securing uni 
formity of practice between English and Scottish solicitors in the 
matter of agency allowances. To these representations the Council 
replied that they did not consider that they could usefully interfere. 
It appeared clear that while agency allowances between English 

licitors and their London agents are regulated by well-established 
custom recognised by the Court, no such custom exists between English 
and Scottish solicitors. It was evident, therefore, that any question 
of agency allowances in the latter case must be a matter of arrange 
ment, and that it would be impossible for the Council usefully to inter 
fere towards the introduction of uniformity into a practice which was 
not universally recognised. They concluded by directing the attention 
of members fo their opinion on the subject which is recorded in case 
No. 1,006 in the Societv’s publication ‘‘ Law Practice and Usage,”’ 
and to the Judgment of Mr. Justice Stirling in the case of Re Pomeroy 
(reported 1897, 1 Ch. 284. 

Public Trustee—Scale of Fees.—A communication was received from 
a member to the effect that, acting for trustees of whom one had 
been the Public Trustee, he had received from the latter a demand 
for a fee in respect of a survey which had been made of the trust 
property on the Public Trustee’s instructions: that no such fee 
appeared to be included in the published list of fees of the Depart 
ment, and that therefore he, as solicitor for the trustees, was in doubt 
and desired the view of the Council as to whether he might properly 
advise the trustees to pay the fee demanded. In view of the small 
ness of the fee the member was advised to pay it. Communications, 
however, subsequently took place with the Public Trustee urging upon 
him the desirability in every case of publishing beforehand the fees 
fixed and sanctioned under Section 9 of the Public Trustee Act, 1906. 
ind suggesting that it might be a convenience if the Council wer: 
consulted beforehand. To these representations the Public Trustee 
replied that he agreed it was in the interests of the public that all 
fees which he was authorised to charge should be included in the 
printed Fees Order and that he was proposing to add to the next Fee 
Order the fee, charged for the inspection of property, which had 
prompted the Council’s intervention. He stated also that the sug 
estion which had been made that fees, before being fixed and san 
tioned, should be submitted for consideration by the Council, should 
| brought before the authorities concerned. 

Conveyancing Coun el to - the Public Trustee Notices havin: 
ppeared in the public Press that the Attorney-General had appointed 
t member of the Bar to be ‘‘ Conveyancing Counsel to the Publi 
Trustee,’’ inquiry was made of the Public Trustee as to the duties 

the newly appointed official. The Public Trustee stated that the 
ppointment had been made exclusively for the purpose of advising 
Departmental matters relating to the powers and duties of the 


Public Trustee as distinguished from the administration of individual 


trusts. The Treasury are in the habit of consulting the Attorney 
(feneral on such matters, and the Conveyancing Counsel has been 
ppointed as his assistant or deputy for the purpose. He will in his 





administration of trusts or inte 
ere as between the Public Trustee ond the solicitors whom he employs 
Finance (1909-1910) Act, 1910..—Heversion Duty.—In the last Annual 
Report several cases under this Act were referred to in which the 
udvice and assistance of the Council had been sought. This year the 
Council have again on many occasions been asked for advice as to the 
neidence of the various duties and their method of calculation. One 
case only, however, need here be referred to. This arose on the 
representation of a member that no reduction is permitted by the 
authorities in the amount of duty payable on the surrender of a head 
lease by reason of such surrender having been made subject to pre 


Official capacity take no part in 
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THE BRITISH LAW FIRE 


INSURANCE COMPANY, LIMITED, 
5, LOTHBURY, LONDON, E.C. 
(with Branches throughout the United Kingdom). 
SUBSCRIBED CAPITAL £1,050,000 
PAID-UP CAPITAL ... ook £150,000 
RESERVES ae pes ove £273,000 
General Manager—DAVID M. LINLEY. Secretary—T. WILLIAMS. 
FIRE, FIDELITY GUARANTEE, 
WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY, 
PERSONAL ACCIDENT and SICKNESS, 
BURGLARY, PROPERTY OWNERS’ INDEMNITY, 
LOSS of PROFITS due to FIRE, and GLASS BREAKAGE. 


Gentlemen in a position to introduce Business are invited to undertake Agencies 
within the United Kingdom. No Foreign Business undertaken. 





point aud arrived at the conclusion that although on a strict con- 
struction of material sections of the Finance Act it might be possible 
to argue that the demand of the Inland Revenue Commissioners was 
justifiable, it was difficult to believe that such a result could have 
been intended by the Legislature in cases in which the sub-leases 
subject to which the head lease might have been determined had been 
granted at rents varying, if at all, but slightly from that reserved 
by the head lease. In these circumstances the Council addressed a 
communication to the Chancellor of the Exchequer, formulating the 
hardship involved and urging upon him the desirability of including 
in the next Finance Act a clause to remedy or in any event to 
ameliorate the hardship referred to. He has promised consideration 
of the matter. 

Foreclosure Procedure.—On page 37 of the last Annual Report re- 
ference was made to a proposal by the Council that a process «i 

immary judgment should be applied in simple and clear cases towards 
assisting mortgagees to obtain absolute foreclosure orders expedi 
tiously and without vexatious hindrance from the holders of valueless 
equities. It was stated also that the draft of certain rules on the 
subject which had been prepared by the Council was still under the 

nsideration of the Rule Committee. Subsequently a letter was 
received from the Lord Chancellor’s Secretary stating that the Rules 
had been submitted to the Judges of the Chancery Division, who had 
expressed a unanimous opinion adverse to them. He thought that under 
he circumstances there did not seem to be much prospect of change 
in the procedure. A communication was thereupon again addressed 

the Supreme Court Rule Committee requesting them to reconsider 
the Council’s proposals, and their reasons for them as set out in the 
report adopted by the Council on the 26th of May, 1911. 

Poor Suitors Rules and Legal Aid.—In the Annual Report of the 
Council for the year 1913 was given at some length a detailed account of 
the action which the Council had thoaght it advisable to take with a 

»w to assisting poor persons towards attainment of their just claims 

thout the necessity of calling to their assistance the various unqualified 
agents widely advertised under the description of Legal Aid Societies. 
It will be remembered that conferences had taken place in the Society’s 
Hall between representatives of the various charitable institutions 
established in London and the Provinces to which are attached 

rtments through whose agency gratuitous legal advice is given 
© poor persons. As a result of these Conferences the constitution and 


regulations of the Association which it was then intended should be 


ved, with the title of the Poor Man’s Lawyer Association of 
ndon, were prepared and subsequently submitted to the Council for 
proval. They were approved with amendments by the Council on 


e 27th of June, 1913, but no intimation has been received by the 
Council that the Association has been formed, or that any duties have 
been undertaken by it. In the meantime the Supreme Court Rule 
Committee issued, subseque ntly withdrew, and have now finally re 
issued with amendments, new Rules of Court regulating proceedings 


in the High Court by and against poor persons. These Rules, which 
dre to come into force on the 9th of June, 1914, provide that poor 
perso may be admitted to take or defend, or be party to, legal 
proceedings on satisfying the Court or a Judge that they have reason 
ble grounds and are not worth £50, excluding wearing apparel, 


ivticles of trade, and the subject-matter cf the proceedings, or such 
irger sum not exceeding £100, as a judge personally under special 
umstances may direct. Also that prescribed officers are to keep 
lists of solicitors and counsel willing to be assigned to inquire into 
ud report upon applications, and of solicitors and counsel willing to 
be assigned to assist in the conduct of proceedings. Poor persons are 
to be liable for court fees, or to pay costs to their solicitors to the 
other side (unless ordered by the court), but solicitors will be per- 
tted to receive out-of-pocket expenses either from the poor person 
or out of any fund which may from time to time be approved by the 
Lord Chancellor. Any person who may be ordered by the court to pay 
the poor person’s expenses may be ordered also to pay profit costs and 
charges not including counsel's fees, if it can be shewn that he has 


viously eranted sub-leases. The Council carefully considered — the | ieted upreasonably in pre secuting, or defending or opposing the pro 
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ilso ‘made in fave 


n ur of the poor person’s soli 
citor, that he may obtain an order for payment, out of any sum re 
rvered,,of such taxed costs, not including fees of counsel, as would 
have been d to the solicitor on taxation between himself and his 
lent in the ordinary manner, provided that the total amount paid for 
profit costs is not 1 anv case to exceed one-fourth of the amount or 
ilue of the poperty re red Members are referred to the rules 
for further detail It be seen, howe r, that to a considerable 
extent they meet the difficulty which has been experienced by those 
anxious assist wm , s, in that they ha been unable to obtain 
from the other sid it-of-pocket expenses when, though success 
ful, they h pre isly expressed themselve s willing to go un 
remtinerated. The president has received the following letter express 
ng the Lord Chancellor's view House of Lords, S.W 19th of 
May, 1914 My Dear President,—The Lord Chancellor is, as you 
know mucl t sted in tl Po Pe ns Rul lately issued after 
pr ged lerat und much ibour in | the members of the 
Rule ¢ nittee have received valuable help | from your society and 
from the Bar ¢ ! ’ ell as from many quarters in the provinces 
nu lepend t! npath ind ¢« } n of both branches 
| rdshitl i bri ] vattel 
pe i \ hin i in nt t ible to ym 
mut t } i } vl 1 amd 
Ip ina yu | ! the 
use of j ea ell humanity KENNETH Murr MACKENZII 
\ ! f this lett sent to the Pro | Law Societies th an 
timation that the neil w ild be lad if they would e@ tay 
e considera it Lord Chancellor’s wishes 
Land Transat The last Annual Report referred to an intimation 
hich had then been received from e Lord Chancellor t 
I it that t f the transfer of land wa receiving ind 
uld recel eful consideration, and that he would, in 
d yurse rm the ¢ incil of his proposal On the 10th of July, 
1913. the Lord (¢ ‘ Lord Haldane ntroduced into the Hous 
of Lords t B ‘ tled respectively the Real Property Bill, 1913, 
i the ( é " ng Bill, 1913. He stated that he had been assisted 
the preparation 1 S Philip Gregory, Mr. Benjamin L. Cherry 
r Charles | l \l F. F. Liddell, C.B nd Mr. J. W. Hi 
LP \Miembe1 ft ( i l i tl Law § v; that his object in 
lu +] ' r t} t} ild be serutinised by 
1} ' | that hor j t Ses nt t the 
l re ul nt é The 
r ha lered not by the Council of the 
I S t \ ited Pr il Law Societies and 
their “ d in They have also ved 
| nia } Id is d i by the President 
{ W I; t ber S 1 General Meetin rf 
t Sin 1 Ta ! | ] t Id hich is printed in 
; Apr 1?1 Ww haust immat 0 th nm 
| und a the Pr | pinion that if the 
} ld | he t t f (1)1 ition ¢ tle and trans 
f ft ! 1 t isfer by deed of the fe 
S ] th t trat it put vy i tl trial, tl ol tn 
z t f L 1 tl ther 1 the re f | land nd that tl 
Ril 1 » fr ed t e to both vate ~ air nd mpartial 
+ I} Py ad t ic d nended t Bil 
te the f ember d expression to tl 
tha } ~ ] ea debted to t Lov 
( ! f er cont d he Bills, but for t 
, t e | ramed | t time devoted t 
t r duc siderat A 1 randum IS! the pr ion 
' Bill inal ! t } ! n } bsequently t ! 
| we Con | » the 1 | ' 145 and 14 nd 
‘ t } that } Cou | it » meetin 
ne Sth I 1) ! 191 ! i ! li n 
hat t t ( "W | 1 ¢ i lor | ild 
lt ' ! te t L, Real P md C uney Bill 
ne Bill. and { { tl done t ( 
prepared i" | hyect t nt t} ' 
letail ' " neidera r to | lesirabl 
| er. that tl | | ! red | to tl I 1 Transfer ¢ 
{ | t r with the P ’ I t nd t 
P| ‘ { tter } ter t he ( I \ th 
n the 15th of J ’ 1914, a meetit f tl \ ited Pr nea 
La Ss tie } l at hich the follow resolution s passed 
That } . ] » the 1 mestar t lint mem mndum 
recently p red | t] Land Transfer Committee of the L Soci 
1 to the 1 mdum | cil he t | t} meet tho 
nledei teelf ¢ let re mr le tha prin ] mhodied 
the Real Pr rty and Conve ncin sills introduced into the House 
f Lords bv ft Lord Chat llor in Julv, 1913, be pnported bv them 
ion ibiect ¢ the sau ¢ » made t the ( une f the I 
= ety. that t Lord Chai lor | isked t porate the two Bil 
' e. beir lied tl A copy of each these resolution ‘ 
» dine nT led to the I 1 Ch ell The Bills ha not 
far } ~— ntrod d nal the offi 1 intimation which |} 
1" 1¢ , ye |} . rtoan< et 
th } n the H ( i ns t the Lord ¢ 
P r honed that they might be placed upon the Statute Book in t 
wires fe +} Y nt Se ion In ie f th full nd f ourable ¢ 
leration h has alreadv heen ded to suegestion which ha 
nade ipon th Bills by the I ! ty ind many f ti P 


vincial Law Societies, it may be expected that when the Bills 
introduced it will be found that many of such suggestions have 
idopted, and that the two Bills have been incorporated into on 
Joyal Congmission on the Civil Service.—A Royal Commission 

ng to consider the present method of selecting candidat: 
ointment to the Civil Service. It was suggested to the Council 
if represented amongst the witnesses before the Royal Commissix 
information could be afforded as to the training which y 
| solicitors received, and as to their fitness for occupying positions or 


are 








} legal staffs of Government departments, and that many being at 
| sent managing clerks at small salaries and with poor prospects, d 
| be assisted, if by some means the training received by articled 


| and law students could be made a means of qualification for entering 
Government The Council on enquiry ascertained from th: 

S tary of the Royal Commission that the hearing of oral evid 

ith respect to the legal departments would be resumed at a dati 


service, 


to be fixed, but that he was unable to indicate the nature of the 
dence which would be received. The Commission was subsequer 
requested to keep the Council informed, so that if they should 
desirable they might have the opportunity of expressing tl 
‘ ( , of Debt n Commission It was mentioned in the 
i port that question hich had arisen as to the desirab lity 
ty of solicitors contracting with clients in matters inv: 
been receiving long and anxious consideration from 


lit tion had 
| 


Discussion had arisen in consequence of the references mad 





to tl ibject in the Presidential address delivered at the Provin 
| Meeting of the Society at Cardiff in 1912, and was centred chiefly upon 
| the question of whether a solicitor might properly enter into an agre 
ment with his client to be remunerated by percentage or commiss 
upon ft debts, rents, or other monies collected by him for his client 
S) il attention had been directed to this question by a case report 
is Le a Solicitor (W. N., 8th of November, 1911), in which the solicit 
had been struck off the Rolls for conduct which had resulted in h 
being remunerated on a commission basis, and the Council were at th 
time asked whether it was to be understood from the report in the cas 
referred to that they considered the collection of debts by’ solicito 
for clients onthe terms of a commission being paid on the 
amount of the debt recovered as champertous and unprofe 
} sional conduct on the part of the solicitor. Ultimately the Coun 
| atte kis COUNSE opinion, issued the following intimation, wh 
t by the President at the annual general meeting 
the Society held in July, 1913 :—‘* The Council are advised that an agre« 


ment th a client to collect rents, interest, or debts, the remunerati 
’ hich to be a percentage of the amount recovered and whik 
ntemplat litigation ould be an infringement of the law again 
hamperty and illegal. They are, however, of opinion that such 
sgreement, if it excludes taking any legal pre eedings, is neither unm 
nal nor objectionable.”’ 
Be to Counsel.—In the last Annual Report reference was made to 
| the fa that steps were being taken with a view to obtaining rec 
| nition of the principle of leaders accepting briefs marked with a 
| ‘special’ fee in addition to the brief fee, which special fee should 
| not be taken into consideration in determining the proportionate brief 
fees payable to the other Counsel. Communications were made with 
j the Bar Council on the subject and a deputation from the Council 
attended upon them. As a result, the General Council of the Bar 
adopted a Memorandum, which they subsequently made public. In it 
they expressed the opinion that it was most desirable in the interest of 
the publig as well as in the interest of both branches of the professi 
that the relationship between the fees payable to Counsel engaged for 
the same client should continue to be governed by the present wel 


| understood two-thirds or three-fifths rule : that the real question befor 
| them had been whether it was possible to give a definition of tl 

i lich the rule need not be followed, and that 
was not practicable. The Bar Council 


this 
that where two leaders within 


il 1 of the Council 


pecial recumstances in wl 
| ) . 
ere r opinion in Cases th 


| Bar were briefed that fact was a special circumstance entitling t! 
econd leader and the junior to accept, if thev thought fit so to d 
fees which did not bear the accustomed proportion to that of the fir 
Leads so long as the fees accepted were of such an amount as would 
rdinarily be marked, having regard to the importance of the case and 


the accustomed proportion. The Coun 
ision should be made to define the positi 


lves bore 


the 


is between mse 
considered that further prov 


in case here only two Counsel are employed. Accordingly they ha 

been in consultation with the Bar Council on the subject At th 
Special General Meeting of the Society held on the 3rd of April last 
the President stated that he had received a further communication fron 
the Bar Council. This is still the subject of negotiation. The Pre: 

det stated also that the Bar Council did not recognise the right ot 
barrister’s clerks to claim that the fees on briefs delivered on on 
side must be the same as those delivered for the other party to tl 

iction. and vice versa, and that where counsel had accepted a fee o 
a brief a solicitor shovld decline to increase or diminish it owing to an 


the fees marked on the other side. 
Solicitors Acts.—The 25th Annual Report of 
under the Solicitors Act, 1888. will be found 


increase or diminution of 
Proceed Under tl 


ng 


he Committee appointed 
1 the Appendix at p. 173. During the year covered by this Report 
eight solicitors were convicted of various indictable offences, and their 


riames have. on the application of the Society, been struck off the 
} Roll by order of the Divisional Court. Convictions under Section 12 
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of the Solicitors Act, 1874, have been obtained against six unqualified 
persons; nine cases were dismissed, and other cases have, on the con- 
sent of the Magistrates, been withdrawn after apology and payment of 
costs by the defendants, or, after enquiry, abandoned. Convictions 
under the same Act have been obtained against four solicitors for 
practising without being duly qualified, and one case was withdrawn 
on conditions.. Under the provisions of the Solicitors Act, 1906, the 
Council refused the applications of nine undischarged bankrupts for a 
renewal of their practising certificates. In five cases applicants appealed 
to the Master of the Rolls, and in two cases orders were made to renew 
the certificates subject to approved security. In one case the Master of 
the Rolls refused to make an order, and two applications stand 
adjourned for the applicants to produce further evidence of means, &c. 
As regards applications under section 16 of the Solicitors Act, 1888, the 
Council refused to renew the cegtificates of nine solicitors on the 
ground of bankruptcy, or other circumstances. In three of these cases 
the applicants appealed, and in two of the cases the Master of the Rolls 
ordered the certificates to be issued on conditions, and upheld the 
Council’s view with regard to the other. An application for restora- 
tion to the Roll was made to the Master of the Rolls, and was granted 
on conditions. The Council were represented on and opposed the appli- 
cation. Proceedings were commenced against an unqualified person 
under section 26 of 23 & 24 Vict.. c. 127, for having acted as a 
solicitor contrary to section 2 of 6 & 7 Vict., c. 73, but the case was 
withdrawn, as it was found the unqualified person had absconded. 
Proceedings in another case of a similar character are pending. 


The annual general meeting of the members of the society will be 
held at the society’s hall (Chancery-lane entrance), on Friday, the 3rd 
of July, 1914, at 2 p.m. The following are the provisions of by-law 15 
as to the business to be transacted at an annual general meeting, 
namely :—‘‘ The business of an annual general meeting shall be the 
election of president, vice-president, and members of Council, as directed 
by the charter, and also the election of auditors; the reception of the 
accounts submitted by the auditors for approval, the reception of the 
annual report of the Council, and the disposal of business introduced 
by the Council, and of any other matter which may consistently with the 
charter and by-laws be introduced at such meeting.’’ On the next page 
will be found the names of the candidates nominated to fill the twelve 
vacancies in the Council, and in the offices of president, vice-president, 
and auditors, with the names and addresses of their nominators. 

Mr. F. Brinsley Harper will move :—‘‘ That in the interest of the 
public the Law Society take all necessary steps to get altered the 
existing rules of practice that :—‘(1) The fees payable to junior 
counsel must necessarily be in all cases from three-fifths to two-thirds 
of the fees payable to the leading counsel. (2) Clients pay the fees of 
clerks to counsel.’ ”’ 


Provincial Meeting of the Law Society. 


The Council have accepted an invitation from the Herefordshire 
Incorporated Law Society to hold the Provincial Meeting this year in 
Hereford. It will accordingly be held in that city on Tuesday and 
Wednesday, the 29th and 3th of September next, and the proceedings 
will, it is expected, be as follows : 

Monday, the 28th of September.—Visitors will arrive in Hereford, 
and the Mayor and Mayoress will give a reception in the Town Hall 
in the evening. 

Tuesday, the 29th of September.—Members will meet at the Shirehall 
at 10.30 a.m., when the Mayor (G. B. Greenland, Esq.) will take the 
chair, and having welcomed the members attending the meeting will 
vacate the chair. The President of the Law Society will then deliver 
his address. This will be followed by the reading and discussion of 
papers contributed by members of the society. The meeting will 
adjourn from 1.30 to 2.30 for luncheon in the Town Hall (tickets 
2s. 6d. each), and will close at 4.30. 

In the evening there will be the dinner, which will be held at the 
Town Hall. Tickets will be 25s. each, inclusive, and can be obtained 
from the honorary secretaries of the Reception Committee, on or 
before the 5th of September. : 

Wednesday, the 30th of September.—The meeting will be resumed 
at 11 a.m., when the reading and discussion of papers will be con- 
tinued. The meeting will adjourn from 1.30 to 2.30 for luncheon 
(tickets 2s. 6d. each), as on the previous day, and will close at 4.30. 

Thursday, the 1st of October.—The local society are arranging two 
excursions :—(1) To Malvern and Tewkesbury; (2) to Ludlow and 
Stokesay. Particulars will be given in the detailed programme. 

Arrangements are also being made for members to visit the Cathedral 
and other places of interest in the neighbourhood. 

Arrangements will also be made for the golf links (18-hole course) in 
the neighbourhood being placed at the disposal of ladies and gentlemen 
attending the meeting. 

Each member will be entitled to take a lady to the above entertain 
ments and excursions (except the dinner). 

_Any member proposing to attend the meeting should signify his inten- 
tion, on or before the 1st day of August, to Mr. F. T. Carver, 
ant Mr. G. Wallis, the honorary secretaries of the Reception 
Committee, whose address is 44, Bridge-street, Hereford, stating 


LAW REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY. 


No. 15, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. 
ESTABLISHED 1853, 
Capital Stock .. in ven eee om -- £400,000 
Debenture Stock ove ove ose ose £331,130 
REVERSIONS PURCHASED. ADVANCES MADE THEREON 


Forms of Proposal and full information can be obtained at the Society's Offices. 
G. H. MAYNE, Secretary. 


+ 





then send him further particulars and, if required, information as to 
hotels and other accommodation. 

he Council will be glad to receive communications from members 
willing to read papers at the meeting. 

Any member who contemplates favouring the Council with a paper 
should let the secretary know the subject of it on or before the 
24th day of July. The council will then consider the subjects proposed, 
and select such as they consider are the most suitable for discussion at 
the meeting, and will intimate their opinion to members in time to 
enable them to prepare their papers. 

Those members whose papers are not among those selected may, 
nevertheless, prepare and submit them, and they will be read and 
discussed should the time at the disposal of the meeting suffice. 

Subject to the control of the President of the Law Society, each 
member attending the meeting will be at liberty to speak and vote 
upon any matter under discussion, but all resolutions expressive of the 
opinions of the meeting will be framed in the form of recommendations 
or requests to the Council to take the subjects of such resolutions into 
their consideration. 


Lincoln’s Inn. 


The treasurer, Lord Justice Kennedy, and the Masters of the Bench 
entertained the following guests at dinner on Tuesday, being the 
Grand Day in Trinity Term : 

Lord Montagu, Lord Sanderson, Lord Parmoor, the Lord Mayor, 
Lord Justice Pickford, Sir J. H. Symon (late Attorney-General to the 
Commonwealth of Australia), the Hon. C. Gideon Murray (Administrator 
and Colonial Secretary, St. Vincent), Mr. Justice Atkin (treasurer of 
Gray’s-inn), Mr. Justice Sankey, Sir Edward Henry, Sir W. Graham 
Greene (Permanent Secretary of the Admiralty), Sir Reginald Brade 
(Secretary of the War Office), Sir Frederick Bridge, Sir David Ferrier, 
Sir John Dickinson, Sir C. Fortescue Brickdale (Registrar of the Office 
of Land Registry), Mr. Walter Trower (President of the Law Society), 
Sir Owen Seaman, Mr. A. G. Lyster (President of the Institution of 
Civil Engineers), Mr. Douglas Richmond, Mr. J. H. Turner (Agent- 
General for British Columbia), Mr. Arthur Hill, Mr. C. L. Graves, 
and Mr. R. F. L. Turner. 


The Union Society of London. 


The thirtieth meeting of the 1913-14 session was held at 3, King’s 
Bench Walk, Temple, on Wednesday, the 17th of June, 1914, at 8 p.m. 
The president was in the chair. Mr. Counsell moved :—** That the 
principles of Liberalism are subversive of the best interests of any 
country.” Mr. Gallop opposed. There also spoke :—Mr. Edison 
Thomas, Mr. Steimann, Dr. Abel, Mr. Harvey, Mr. Bright, Mr. Geen, 
Mr. Coote, Mr. Morden. The motion was carried. 


Inner Temple. 


The treasurer, Mr. J. M. Moorsom, K.C., and the Masters of the 
Bench entertained at dinner on Wednesday, being the Grand Day of 
Trinity term, the following guests :—Viscount Knollys, the Bishop of 
Stepney, the Master of the Temple, Sir Murland de Grasse Evans, Sir 
‘Villiam Rees Davies, Mr. Edward Pollock, Mr. J. A. Bright, Mr. 
Walter Trower (president of the Law Society), Mr. C. Moorsom, the 
Rev. J. L. Walton, the Rev. H. G. Latham, Mr. R. Moorsom, the 
Reader, and the Sub-Treasurer. 





If, says the Globe, following Lord Reading’s example on circuit, 
the judges take to motoring to the Royal Courts of Justice on the open- 
ing day of Michaelmas ‘lerm, they are not likely to encounter any 
misfortune at all comparable to that which befell one of His Majesty's 
judges in a judicial procession to Westminster Hall in the time of 
Charles If. According to Roger North, the Earl of Shaftesbury had 
‘an early fancy, or freak, to make this procession on horseback, as in 
old time the way was when coaches were not so rife.’’ The cavalcade 
quickly met with disaster. ‘‘ Being once settled to the march it moved, 
as the design was, stately along, but when they came to straights and 
interruptions, for want of gravity in the beasts, or too much in the 
riders, there happened some curvetting which made no little disorder. 
Judge Twisden, to his great affright and the consternation of his grave 
brethren, was laid along in the dirt.’’ The experiment was not re 





whether he will be accompanied by a lady. The hon. secretaries will 


peated by the judges. 
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Name of Candidate 


John Field Beale 


*Cecil Allen Coward 


*Weeden Dawes 


*Walter Henry Foster 


*The Hon. Robert Henry Lyttelton 


tAlexander Paris 


+*Arthur Copson Peak« 


*Sir Albert Kaye Rollit, LL.D., 


D.C.L., Litt.D. 


+Frederic Uddin Taylor, D.L., J.P. 


*Walter Trower 


*William Melmoth Walters 


*Rolert Mills Welsford 


Address. 


minster, London, 8S. W. 


30, Mincing-Jane, London, E.C, 


2, Birehin-lane, London, E.C. 


5, Little College-street, Westmin- 


ster, London, 8. W. 


35, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, London, 


W.C. 


| Southampton 


Leeds 


St. Anne’s Hill, Chertsey 


Norwich 


5, New- square, Lincoln’s - inn, 


London, W.C. 


9, New-square, Lincoln’s - inn, 


London, W.C. 


? , Aldermanbury, London, E.C.... 


LIST OF QUALIFIED MEMBERS OF THE SOCIETY NOMINATED AS MEMBERS OF THE COUNCIL TO BE ELECTED AT THE ANNUAL GENERAL 
MEETING ON THE 3RD DAY OF JULY, 1914. 


oe ~~ 


Names of Nominators. 


Walter Trower 


16, Great George-street, West- I. Chatles Elton 


K.C 


-B. 
Charles Henry Morton 
th alter Trower 


| Se Charles Elton 
, : 


K.C.B 


Edwin Freshfield, LL.D... 
| James Armstrong... 
Bernard John Ringrose ... 
| Francis John Kingdon Hull 
William Melmoth Walters 


John Roger Burrow Gregory 
/Walter 


John Cornelius Moberly ... 
Bernard Hartield ... ees 
Charles Henry Morton 

Sec retary of the 


(Joint Hon. 
Associated 
Societies) 
Arthur Barlow | 
(Joint Hon. 
y tone iation 
Societies) 


‘Walter Trowell 


Gilbert Middleton 
(President of 
Union of Law Societies) 

IC harles Scriven 
(President of the Leeds L aw 


Soc iety) 


Charles Henry Morton ... 


(Joint Hon. 
Associated 
Societies) 


Arthur Barlow 


(Joint Hon. 
Assoeiated 
Societies) 


j William Melmoth Walters 


Walter Trower 


Walter Trower 


Samuel Garerd Hill 
(Vice-President of the Norfolk 
and Norwich Incorporated Law 


Society) 


Ernest Egbert Blyth, LL.D. ‘ 
(Hon. Secretary of the Norfelk 
and Norwich Incorporated Law 


Society) 


Charles Henry Morton 
Secretary vf the 


(Joint Hon. 
Associated 
Societies) 
Arthur Barlow 
(Joint Hon. 
Associated 
Societies) 


( William Melmoth Walters 
| Charles Goddard 


j The Hon. 


J yttelton 


Sir Albert Kaye Rollit 
Walter Trower 


| Willian Melmoth Walters 





Trower 


Secretary of the 


Sec retar y “of t he 








Addresses. 





5, New-square, Lincoln’s - inn, 
Londen, W.C. 


Hertford. 


5, ¢ ‘ook- street, Liverpool. 

5, New - square, Lincoln’s - inn, 
London, Wc. 

Hertford. 


New Bank - buildings, 31, Old 
Jewry, London, E.C. 

12, Fenchurch-avenue, London, 
..C. 


E. 

10, Little College-street, Westmin- 
ster, London, 8. W. 

5, Little ( ‘ollege- street, Westmiui- 
ster, London, 8S. W. 

9, New-square, Lincoln’s - inn, 
London, W.C. 

1, Bedford-row, London, W.C. 

5, New - square, Lincoln's - inn, 
London, W.C. 

172, High- street, Southampton. 

27, Portland-street, Southampton. 

5, Cook-street, Liverpool. 


1, High-pavement, Nottirgham. 


5, New-square, Lincoln’s - inn, 
London, W.C. 


Calverley-chambers, Lecds. 
5, Greek-street, Leeds. 


5, Cook-street, Liverpool, 


1, High-pavement, Nottingham. 


9, New-square, Liccoln’s - inn, 
London, W.C. 

5, New-square, Lincoln's - nn, 
London, W.C, 

5, New-square, Lincoln’s - int, 
London, W.C. 

Norwich. 


Norwich, 
5, Cook-street, Liverpocl. 


1, Hiyh-pavement, Nottingham. 


9, New-square, Lincoln’s-inn, 
London, W.C. 

3, South- “square, Gray’s - inn, 
London, W.C. 

35, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, London, 
W.C 


Anne’s Hill, Chertsey. 

5, New-square, Lincoln’s-inn, 
London, W.C. 
| 9, New-square, 


London, W,.C, 


Lincoln’s-inn, 
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\L i ea ee ae ene eee an! a ee : T 
| 
n Name of Candidate. Addreas, | Nanies of Nominators, Addresses. 
sai 
LIsT OF QUALIFIED MEMBERS PROPOSED AS PRESIDENT AND VICE-PRESIDENT. 
, 2 | : Walter Trewer | 5, New-square, Lincoln’s-inn’ 
inn, Sit Charles Elton Longmore, | Hertford re ae London, W.C. 
K.C.B. ‘ | Charles Henry Morton | 5, Cook-street, Liverpool. ‘ 
; * Charles Goddard ... ic South-square, Gray’s-inn, 
Richard Stephens Taylor . | 4, Field-court, Gray’s-inn, London, | | London, W.C, 
W.C, Walter Dowson ... 19, Surrey-street, Strand, London, 
inn, | W.c, 
_ LisT OF QUALIFIED PERSONS PROPOSED AS AUDITORS OF THE SOCIETY. 
: ‘Michael Forbes Tweedie ... 5,  Lincoln’s-inn-fields, London, 
Old John Stephens Chappelow, F.C.A. | 10, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, London, WC 
: W.C. sue ve ove ch | Rayner Maurice Neate 16, Southamp‘on-street, Blooms- 
on, \ bury-square, London, W.C. 
ae — Mn Pace +e 
lie, George Arthur Whitfield 22, Surrey-street, Strand, London, | Frederick William Mana — oe Kingsway, 
r qN 4 ’ . 
; : shige | Martin James Gieener 52, Bedford-row, London, W.C, 
nini- Alfred Egerton Maynard Taylor ... | 4, Trafalgar-square, Charing Cross, f Alfred Davenport re 48, Chaneery-lane, London, W.C. 
London, W.U. \ Walter Frederick Cunlitfe 48, Chancery-lane, London, W.C. 
pn, 
* The Candidates marked thus * are retiring Members of the Council, who, being eligible, lave been nominated for re-election. 
+ The Candidates marked thus + are proposed in accordance with the scheme of nomination ef the Associated Provincial Law 
inn, Societies pursuant to the resolution of the Society relating to country vacancies, adopted on Sth July, 1907. 
D. ° 
Obituary. | Legal News. 
: Appointments. 
Mr. A, Re Longstaffe. | Ihe Council of the Law Society have appointed Mr. Epmunp Raber 
, cn vor _ ., | Cook, the present assistant secretary, to succeed Mr, Bucknill on his 
On the 13th inst. Judge Amyas Philip Longstaffe died at Leeds, in his | resignation of the office of secretary. They have also appointed Mr. 
a year. Born in 1858, and educated at Westminster and | Herserr Epwarp Jonus to be assistant secretary. 
og we he was called 4 the bar at the Inner T emple in 1880. In 1890 Mr. George Wiut11am Ricxerts has been appointed to be Recorder 
- of Trade i ® soak te aETSOSSe, and was junior counsel to the Board of Portsmouth in place of his Honour Judge Radcliffe, K.C., who has 
, D rade in wreck inquiries in 1905. He was also Legal Commissioner | pesigned on his appointment as a county court judge. Mr. Ricketts was 
for Formal Investigations under the Boiler Explosives Act. He was | eal}, » bar x Te 7 ' 
. . > ~“ , . a called to the bar at the Inner Temple in 1889. 
in 1911 appointed judge of county courts (Circuit No. 12—Halifax, Mr. W Jermyn H :, B.A.. acting town clerk of Hov 
Huddersfield, and Dewsbury). He married in 1883 Alice Rose, daughter ¢ L er’ oo a i ce rete. i r _ ™ H pth 
of Mr, L. Lewis, of Horton, Bradford. By her he had a son and two — ee appointed town clerk in succession to the late Mr. Henry 
daughters. His son, Mr. John H. Longstaffe, was killed while flying — , P . : 
at Long Island, U.S.A., on 28th of September, 1912, a The Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster will appoint Mr. Rocer 
4 j BeRNARD Lawrence, K.C., to the Registrarship of the Liverpool Dis- 
- trict of the Lancashire Chancery, vacant by the resignation of Mr, 
Mr. A. G. Steel. Fk. W. Taylor, as from the 24th inst. 
The registrarship at Preston will become vacant by the resignation 
The death occurred on Tuesday, of heart failure, at 12, Cleveland- | of Mr. Alexander Pearce at the end of the present sittings, and th? 
gardens, Hyde Park, of Mr. A. G. Steel, K.C., Recorder of Oldham. | office will be filled by the appointment of Mr. T. B. BLacksuRne, the 
Allan Gibson Steel was born in 1858, being the son of Joseph Steel, of | present assistant registrar at Liverpool. 
Liverpool, and Kirkwood, Lockerbie, and was educated at Marlborough Mr. Justice Ridley has appointed Mr. W. T. Marutas, Mr. C. P. 
and Trinity Hall, Cambridge. He was called to the bar by the Inner | Gooppen, and Mr, Lronarp C. Tuomas to be revising barristers for 
— in 1883, and was Recorder of Oldham from 1904 to the time | the Western Circuit. ee 
1, of his death. He took silk in 1901. By 1897 he had a very large | H 
practice, and appeared in almost every Admiralty case of any import Changes in Partnerships. 
D, ance in the Liverpool Courts. When Mr. (now Mr. Justice) “Horridge ; On 
left Liverpool in that year Mr. Steel became the leader of the local | Dissolutions. 
bar. He was greatly loved on the Northern Circuit, and in Liverpool | JAMES BrAuMont, TuomAs LAsTER _Crort, and Joun Brecrort 
iF he had innumerable friends who were attracted to him and held by | Baaumont, solicitors (Beaumont & Croft), 21, Bond-street, Leeds, and 


popular representative by the death of Mr. John Davies Davenport, 


the age of seventy-three. Mr. Davenport was a member of the old 
school of Chancery men both in the breadth and thoroughness of his 
knowledge and in the courtesy of his manners. 
of Mr. John Marriott Davenport, who was Clerk of the Peace for 
Oxfordshire, a position which a second son afterwards held. 
at Rugby and Balliol, he was senior mathematical scholar, and he won 

the Johnson Mathematical Scholarship in 1863. He was afterwards 

elected a Fellow of Brasenose. He was called to the bar in 1866 by | 
Lincoln’s-inn, and for a little while, before settling into a Chancery | 
practice, he went the Oxford Circuit, influenced, no doubt, by family | 
associations. Mr. Davenport was a contemporary of Mr. Borthwick, | 
whose death was recently announced, and of Sir George Farwell, also 

a Balliol man, who was his intimate friend. He was joint editor of 

Macqueen’s ‘‘ Law of Husband and Wife.’’ Mr. Davenport married 

in 1875 Flora Elizabeth, eldest daughter of Mr. Donald Macleod. He 

leaves one son, Captain J. A, Davenport, of the Lancashire Fusiliers, 

and one daughter. 








which occurred at 17, Kensington Park-gardens on the 11th inst., at | 


He was the eldest son | 


Educated | 


| by Samuel Charles Brock, late of 24, Gifford-street, N., 


So far as concerns the said Thomas 


Mr. H. P. Grstorne gives notice that his membership of the firm 
of Munton, Morris, King, Gavan, Duffy, & Co., Temple-chambers, 
London, E.C., having been determined to enable him to join Mr. 
Henry Howard Walford, M.A., LL.B., in partnership, he will in future 
| practise with Mr. Walford at 13, Copthall-avenue, London, E.C., under 
the style of Gisborne, Walford, & Co, 





Information Required. 
BROCK.—Any person possessing information as to any will made 
cartage con 
tractor, deceased, who died on the 5th inst., is requested to com- 
municate with Messrs. Stiebel & Farwell, Lennox House, Norfolk: 
street, Strand, W.C., solicitors, 





General. 
In a letter to the Ziimes of the 12th inst., ‘‘ Hard Up,” writing front 
the Temple, says :—Considerable consternation has been caused by 


the charm of his personality. Mr. Steel also had a great reputation as | South-parade, Pudsey. June 12. 
a cricketer. As an undergraduate he played in the Cambridge eleven, | Lister Croft, who retires from the firm. 
he played eleven times for the Gentlemen against the Players at Lords, Freperick Gerorce Maniey Wernegristy and Tuomas Baines, 
and in thirteen test matches against Australia, four of which were | solicitors (Wetherfield, Son, & Baines), 1, Gresham-buildings, Guildhall, 
played in Australia, in the city of London, and 83 and 85, High-street, Wandsworth, in 
| the county of London, February 27. So far as concerns the said 
M Frederick George Manley Wetherfield, who retires from the firm; such 
r, 5 D. Davenport. | business will be carried on in future by the said Thomas Baines alone 
an | under the same style. (Gazette, June 16. ' 
The Chancery Bar has, says the J'imes, lost a sound lawyer and a | 6 rane . 
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the new rules respecting the legal payments to be made to counsel and 


solicitors who conduct the cases on behalf of poor litigants. It is 
generally believed that neither counsel nor solicitor is entitled to make 
any charge for services rendered, but that he must work for nothing, 
though he has to meet the cost of his chambers or offices, as the case 
may be. The High Court judges are presumably responsible for the 
new rules. May I suggest that the learned judges who hear these cases 
voluntarily surrender their salary—which works out roughly at about 
£4 per working hour while engaged in hearing and determining them, 
and so share the luxury of working for nothing with the lesser and 
worse-paid lights of the profession 

It was pointed out at the London Sessions on the 11th inst. by Mr. 
Robert Wallace, K.C., chairman, that the Mental Deficiency Act was 
practically useless Hundreds ot prisoners of weak intellect could not 
be dealt with under its provisions because they had not been so afflicted 
from birth or an early age The medical officer of Brixton Prison gave 
evidence that a prisoner who had pleaded guilty was of a very low 
level of intelligence, but, owing to the provisions of the Act, could 
not be dealt with under it **] regret exceedingly,”’ said Mr. Wallace, 
‘**that the t, which everybody hoped would be of so much use, proves 
to be such as it is. This man is reported to be mentally deficient, but 
as he has not been so from birth or an early age there is no power to 
order his detention under the Act, Ihe prisoner was therefore sen 
tenced in the usual way 

In the House of Commons on the llth inst. Sir G. Scott Robertson 
asked the Home Secretary whether he proposed to institute an inquiry 
into the alleged shortcomings of the present administration of the law 
in London police courts Mr. McKenna: | have seen the interesting 
article which appeared in the Z'imes newspaper a few days ago, to 
which my hon. friend, no doubt, alludes, and I will certainly consider 
the suggestions it contains, and consult the chief magistrate, whose 
wise and sympathetic administration of justice is acknowledged by all 
I think the House will agree that, speaking generally, the magistrates 
discharge duties of an onerous and difficult kind in a very satisfactory 
manner. I hope that the passing of the Bill now before the Hous 
may lead to further improvement in the administration of criminal 
justice. 

In a letter to the 7'imes of the 13th inst., ‘‘ Middle Temple ’’ says : 

I venture to draw your attention to the great inconvenience and hard 
ship that is occasioned to litigants in the Probate and Divorce Court 
through the tedious delay that the absence of one of the judges occa 
sions. During the last sittings only 150 undefended cases were dealt 
with out of some 300 cases in the list. Unfortunately, the absence of 
one of the judges ill helped to delay matters. Now that the new sittings 
have commenced the same thing has happened, and Mr. Justice ‘ers crave 
Deane is again laid up, and the work of his court indefinitely post 
poned Surely some other judge might be spared for a day or two 
to deal with this work which has got so much in arrear, and the 
harassing delay and conseq ue nt additional « X Perse pared to Jitivants. 

\ dinner was given to Mr. Thomas Burt, M.P., by the International 
Arbitration League, at the Holborn Restaurant, on Wednesday, Mr. 
Andrew Carnegie presiding In replying to the toast of his health 
Mr. Burt, after referring to the fact that for thirty-two years he had 
been president of the International Arbitration League, said it was 
deplorable that so much of the intellect, ingenuity, and the material 
resources of the world should be directed to destructive purposes. 
Pointing to the racial animosities existing during the Balkan War, 
he said that probably at no other period in our history would they 
have avoided a conflict amongst the Great Powers of Europe, and 
they would all agree that the Foreign Secretary played a noble and 
wise part at a very critical period They must not be impatient o1 
discouraged, for they must remember that the work of international 
arbitration was in itself moral and educational It was to educate 
not a nation, but the nations of the world. 

Lord Bryce, proposing the toast of The iuse of international 


arbitration,” said he believed that the sentiment of the wickedness 
and needlessness of war rested very largely upon the growing power 
of the people, and the growing desire felt by the people to make their 
power felt in the interests of peace. The progress of international 
peace was very much slower than they could hope, but it was steady. 
He did not think there was a war which could not have been avoided, 
except those directed against uncivilised Powers. Some questions wer 

sufficiently clear for arbitration, but there was still conciliation. 
Burt was the embodiment of the spirit of conciliation, which was 
growing rapidly. Although there was little prospect of the cessation 
of war in the near future, they hoped that_those who came afterwards 
would feel that they had done their best tm their day and generation, 
and that they were ready to honour men like Mr. Burt, who had set 
them a noble example. 


not 


Mr. 








Members of the legal profession who are not already familiar with 
the Oxford Sectional Bookcase are invited to look into the merits of a 
bookcase combining handsome appearance, high-class workmanship, and 
moderate cost. The ‘‘ Oxford ”’ is probably the only dust-proof sectional 
bookcase obtainable. An extremely interesting booklet containing illus- 
trations and prices may be obtained, post free, from the manufacturers 
William Baker & Co., The Model Factory, Oxford. —(Advt.) 





Wuy Pay Rent? Take an Immediate Mortgage free in event of death 
' : x. ° 
from the ScorrisH TEMPERANCE Lire Assurance Co. (Limirep). Repay- 


Mortgage expenses paid by the Company. 
*Phone 6002 Bank.—(Advt.) 


ments usually less than rent. 
Prospectus from 3, Cheapside, E.C. 








Herrinac, Son & Daw (estab. 1773), surveyors and valuers to 
several of the leading banks and insurance companies, beg to announce 
that they are making a speciality of valuations of every class of pro- 
perty under the Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910. Valuation offices : 98, 
Cheapside, E.C., and 312, Brixton-hill, 8.W. Telephone : City 377; 
Streatham 130.—(Advt.) 


The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sales. 

June 23.—Mesere. Daiver, Jonas & Co,, at Ashford: Farms, &. (see advertisement, 
page iii, May 23). 

June 24.—Messrs. Epwin Fox, Burwerr & Bappgey, at the Mart, at 2: Letting 
(see advertisement, back page, June 13). 

June 24.—Messrs. Hamrtron & Sons, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Estates and Pro- 
perties (eee advertisement, front page, May 23, aleo page iii, June 6). 

June 29.—Messrs. Kems.ery, atthe Mart, at 2: Freehold Investments (see advertise- 
ment, page iii, May 23). 

June 30.—Mesars. Cottivs & Couuis, at the Mart, 
tisement, page 615, June 13). 

June 30, July i4.--Messrs. 
Freebold and Leasehold Estates and Investments (see advertigement, page ii, 
also page 619, June 13). 

July 1.—Messrs. Driver, Jonas & Co., in copjunction with Messrs. Harpise & Sow, 
at St. Albans, at 3: Freehold Estate, Farme, &c. (see advertisement, page iii, May 23). 

July 15.—Messre. Kina & Cuasemoun, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Residential 
Estate, (see advertisement, back pege, this week). 

July 21.—Messrs. Taureoop & Maxtis, at the Mart, at 2: Freeholds and Leaseholds 
see adertisement, back page, this week). 

July 21.—Messrs. Danizgn Situ, Sox, & Oaxury. at the Mart, at 2: Freehold 
Building Estates (see advertisement, back page, June 6). 


Result of Sale. 
Revereions, Annuity and Sbares. 
Messrs. H. e. Foster & Oranriztp held their usual Fortnightly Periodical Sale 
of these interests, at the Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C., on Thursday last, when the 
following lots were sold, at the prices mentioned :— 
REVERSION to £20,000 ° - os 





at 1: Crown Lease (see adver- 


Desenaam, Tewson & Carwnock, at the Mart, at 2: 
May 23, 


Sold £5,000 


- 


ABSOLUTE REVERSION to One-fifth of £3, 200 ee oe oo «6g Ss 1,109 
ANNUITY of £50 together with covering policy - £635 
20 CUMULATIVE 5 per cent. Pref, Shares of £5 each, » fally - 4d, 

Peter Robinson Ltd. ee os on oe » £100 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 
FUND, LIMITED, 


aa, 


MOoOORGATE STREET, LOMDowWm, 


ESTABLISHED IN 1890. 
LICENSES INSURANCE. 
SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERSB. 
Upwards of 750 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation. 
Suitable Clauses for insertion in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent on 


application. 


The Corporatien also 


POOLING INSURANCE. 
insures risks in connection with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 


BURCLARY, WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY CUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &o., under 
a perfeoted Profit-sharing system. 


KPPmY FOR PROSPECTUS. 
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Court Papers. 
High Court of Justice—King’s Bench Division. 


TRINITY SITTINGS, 1914. 


| 
} 


Sayxry, 
J. 
Commercial 
List 

End 


| 

| 

| 

| 
} 
| 
} 
} 
| 


SHEABMAN,) 
J. 
Northern 
Circuit 
2 
| Divisional | 
Court | 


| 


8. Wales 


y, 


Court 


Circuit 
nd Part 


9° 





Arty, J. 
Divisional 





J. 
Cirevit 
proceeding | 
” 

List 


8. Eastern 
Commercial 


2 

Oxtord 

Circuit 
End 


Chambers 


i 


Row tart, J. Barnnacue, 





N.J. 
Lancashire 
Civil List | 
Divisional 
Court 


Luen, J. 


Horxainaes, 
J, 

1 
Midland 
Circuit 
| proceeding 
Bankruptcy 
and N.J, 


Avory, J. 
Divisional 
Court 
Central 
Criminal Ct. 
intervening 

Cc. 
Divisional 
Court 
” 


{ 


Railway 
Ommission 
intervening 
” 


Chambers 


(Cc 
| 
| 
| 


| Bawxas, J. 





2 
Midland 


Circuit 
. 


Scrurrons, 
J. 
7 
End 


, 


Lorp 
CoLeripGe 
J. 


{ 


RENCE, J. 
N. Wales 
Circuit 
2nd Part 
End 


A. T. Law- 





| 





Bray, J. 
ro! 
N. Eastern | 
Circuit 
End 


Daruixa, J. 
8. Eastern 
Circuit 
C.J. 
Cnt. Cr. Ct. 
intervening 


f 


T 
Western 
Circuit 
8.J. 
Divisional 
Court 


Riptey, J. 


Circuit 
8.J. 
Court 


Lorp Curr 
Justice. 

proceeding | proceeding 
Divisional 


4 
13 
7 
31 


9 


Dates. 
July 

















Supreme Court of Judicature. 


ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


en EMERGENCY APPEAL CouRT Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
a ROTA, No. 1 JOYCE WARRINGTON. 
Monday June 22 Mr. Farmer Mr. Leach Mr. Greswe'l Mr. Church 
Tuesday .... 23 Synge Goldschmidt Church Farmer 
Wednesday .. 24 Chureh borrer Leach Goldschmidt 
Thursday .... 25 Greswell Synge Borrer Leach 
Friday osoo Jolly Farmer Synge Borrer 
“Saturday .... 27 Bloxam Church Jolly Greswell 
Date . Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
= NEVILLE. Eve. SARGANT. ASTBURY. 
Monday June 22 Mr. Bloxam Mr. Borrer Mr. Synge Mr. Goldschmidt 
Tuesday .... 23 Jolly Leach Borrer Bloxam 
Wednesday .. 24 Synge Greswell Jolly Farmer 
Thursday .... 25 Farmer Joly Bloxam Chureh 
Fr day seen Church Bloxam Goldschmidt Greswell 
Satu day .... 27 Goldschmidt Synge Farmer Leach 


. 7 = 
Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

London Gazette.—FRIDAY, June 12. 

A.B.C. ROAD Motors, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before July 13, to send in 
their namesand addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Robert 
F. Veasey, 32, Broad st House, New broad st, liquidator. 

PRINGLES PICTURE PALACES, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before July 25, to 
send their mames and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Clare Smith, Exchange chambra , Corn st, Bristol, liquidator. 

RANKINE PATENT FRED WALTER FILTER CO, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before 
June 27, to} send in their names and addresses, and the particalars of their debts or 
claims, to Thomas Brotherton Maccabe, 30, North John st, Liverpo>l, liquidator. 

SMYRNA BANK LT».—Creditors are required, on or before July 26, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William Mackenzie, 28 
Djoya Han, Smyrna, liquidator. 

BALL, BEAVoN, & Co, LTp.—reditors are required, on or before July 4, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Thomas Keens, 
63,Queen Victor a st, liquidator. | 

G. NAYLOR & Sons, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before June 27, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Messrs, 
Thomas Paton and Ernest Bowman Rawlinson, 3, Piccaililly, Bradford, jolnt | quidatorg 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY, 
London Gazette.—TUESDAY, June 16. 


RUBBER TANNED LEATHER & Co, LTD. —Creditors are required, on Or before July 15, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Ernest Charles Cartner, 240-246, Finsbury Pavement House, Finsbury pavement, 
liquidator, 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, June 12. 
Wilkinson, Fish & Co, Ltd. British Canadian Brick Co, Ltd. 


Cast'e Insurince Co, Ltd. Roads Syndicate, Ltd. 


El is Geary & Co, Ltd. Plants Brewery, Ltd. 

“The Woild, Ltd. Russian Luna Parks, Ltd. 7 
Axon & Co, Ltd. L.T.C. Syndicate, Lid. 

Wilts and Dorset Ranking Co, L'd Cocos, Ltd. 


Rankine Patent Feed Water Filter C°, Leod Properties Development Syndicate, 
Ltd Ad. 
A.B.C. Road Votcrs, Ltd Gwanje (Nigeria) Tin Syndicate, Ltd. 
B. and D. Syndicate, Ltd. Vera Cruz Mexican Oil Syndicate, Ltd. 
Salween Syndicate, Ltd, Triano Ore Co, Ltd. 
Cassell, Rush & Co, Ltd, 
London Gazette.—TUESDAY, June 16. 


Zeno Co, Ltd. J. & H. Harrison, L‘d. 

Wapping Coal Co, Ltd. Blum & Co, Ltd. 

Grand Theatre, Fulham, Ltd. Tri lamp Manufacturing Co, Ltd. 
E.P. Housdon & Co, Ltd. Impervex, Ltd. 

A. L.: Features & Exclusives, (td. Lavola Soap, Ltd. 

Gwendoline Steamship Co, Ltd. Grant & Co, Ltd. 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


LAST DAY oF CLATM, 
London Gazette—FRIDAY, June 12. 


ADKINS, JEMIMA JANE, Tollington pk July 12 Marris, Chancery In 

AINSLIE, MONTAGUF, Weybridge July 18 Dowson & Co, Surrey st 

ALLEN, WILLIAM, Tinsley, Sheffield, Mechan cal Engineer July 27 Twigg, Rotherham 

BACON, WILLIAM, Wivelsfield, nr Haywards Heath, Sussex July 23 Coode & Co, 
Bedford row 

BEALL, ALFRED, Stamford, Lincs July 13 Kel am, Stamford 

BODENHAM, JAMES, Cleobury Mortimer, Salop July 1 Loft, Stourport - 

30UCHER, FREDERICK ARMSTRONG, Blundellsande, Lancs, Merchant July 17 Sampson, 
Liverp’ ol 

BRACKEN, font Np. Farleton, Westmorland, Farmer June 30 Cartmel Kendal 

CLARK, SAMUEL, Rotherham, Furniture Broker June 22 Twigg, Rotherham 

CLUTTERBUCK, ANNETTR, Ardilaun rd, Highbury Jnly 24 Routh & Co, southampton 
st, Bloomsbury 

Cooper, HANNAH ELizA, Reading July 31 

ECKERSLEY, JAMES, Gloucester pl, Por mantq July 10 

.DWARDS, EVAN HEFIN, Llangadock, Carmarthen,'Farmer 

ELD, MARY CHARLOTTE GEoRGINA, Warwick July 24 


Salop ; “ 
FMMET, AGNES, Boston Spa, Yorks Sept1 Taylor & Emmet, Sheffle'd 
eee By THOMAS JOHNSON, Bingley, Yorks, Worsted Coating Manufacturer July 15 

Sharp, Bradford a 
FITZSIMONS, MARY, Rusholme, Manchester Aug 4 Tacker & Co, Manchester 
GANDER, WILLIAM, Wandsworth rd, Clapham July 24 Bulcrais & Davis, Donington 


House, Norfolk st 


Brain & Brain, Reading 

Wilson & Co, Manchester 

July 14 Phillips, Llandovery 
Liddle & Heane, Newport, 
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GAYTON, CHARLES, Much Hadham, Herts 

GREEN, HANNAH, Penrith, Cumberland July 18 

GREEN, RICHARD, Surbiton, Surrey June 23 

GaRunpy, -Rev. CHARLES Henry, Brock'ey, Kent 
Oannon st 

HARRIS, ANNA MARY. Edgbaston, Birmingham 

HARRISON, ALBERT FRANCIS, Handsworth July 18 

H \ Wks, NICHOLSON SWANSON, Hove, Sussex June 30 

HUNTER, EMi.y WALK&R, Scarborough Aug 1 

HyY@T, Georee, G'oucester June 20 Grimes, Gloucester 

K&LLY, THomas, West Derby, nr Liverpool, Farm 
Liverpool 

KING, JoskPH HARRISON, Sale, Chester, Insurance Agent 
chester 

LOFTHOUSR, BENJAMIN, Manchester July 31 

MACKENZI#, Frances DAWSON, Southport July 20 

MASTER, ALICE ELIZapRTu, St Arvane Court, 'nr 
Little College st, Westminster 

MoCAULBY, ELLEN, Whitley 
Newcastle upon Tsne 


July 11 
Clar 


Lee & Co, 


Aug 13 Gayton & Hare, Much Hadham 

Cant & Pairer, Penrith 

Langton & Passmore, Paper bids, Temple 
July 


Bennett, Birming’ am 

ce & Co. Birming iam 
Kawke, Great Winchester st 
Cook & Co, Scarborongh 


Labourer 


Manchester 
Brown, Serjeant’s inn 
Chepstow, 


Bay, Northumbcrland July 24 


138 Timbrell & Deighton, 


Bradford 


Temple chmbrs 
SEWELL, 

ch: ster 

Norman, 


Mon July 20 


Wilkin on & Marshall, 


PHELAN, SARAW, Cricklewood, Middlx July 16 Powell & Skues, Essex st 


Prncock, WILLIAM, Headingley, Leeds 
PRaG, Grorer, Hattow dn Mannfacturer’s Avent July 15 Prag, Hatton gdn 


READY, WILLIAM TALBOT, Great Russell st 
Ruopes, Joun, Manningham, Bradford, Colliery Proprietor 


Roprngon, Tuomas Hovearton, Truro 
ROLLINSON, JonN. Ordsall, Nottingham June 27 Snencer, Fast Retford 


SALISBURY. THOMAS, Southport 
SAVAGE, WALTER HENRY, Nailsworth,nr Stroud, Gos July 9 Cooper & Co, Henley- 


Piceadilly, Automobile 


July 15 Layton & Co, on-Thames 
SCHOFIELD, WALTFR, Bradford 
July 18 Brigzs & Co, Mag-  Scort, RAWSON, 


FRANK RICHMOND, Manchester, 


SHorrocg, EviJau, Coal Doaler 
STONARD, LOUISK JOSBPHE, Leytonstone, Essex 
TAYLOR, JOHN MARTIN, Southsea, Hants July'15 Hebbs & Brutton. Portsmouth 

TIMEWELL, ALBERT EpWARD, Ghoriton upon MeJlock, Manchester, Cashier July 13 


July 18 Haich, Leels 


Byrne, Lothbury 
Juy il 


July 14 
Wade & Ca, 


Augll Collyer-Bristow & Co, Bedford row 


Jv'y 15 Standring & Co Roch lale 


Wilson & Maude, Bradford 


July 31 
Engineer June 30 Haslewood & 


Co, 
Yarn Agent July 24 Lawson & Co, Max. 


Cockshutt, Preston 
July 10 Croak & Co, K ng st 


July 29 


S‘apley. Hastbourne 
July 13 Wallis & Starkis, Doncaster 
June 39 Stokes & Stokes, Tenby 


Oo dy ( gan Aw 15 Walker & Co, Theo lixon & Co, Manchester 
a as a Se . DEURS, JOHN VAN, Kasthourne July 25 
MERRIMAN, WILLIAM. AND MARY MERRIMAN, Mavpantan, Leicester July 15 Clifford | WaRBURTON, ELIZABETH, Rotherham, Yorks 
& Clifford, Loughborouch WATERS, WILLIAM, Burry Port. ¢ ermarth~n , & Ste 
Morris, Ge°nGe JAMES, Winshill, Derby July 10 Drewry & Co, Burton on rent W BLSH, MARGARRT ANN, ¢ arlisle July 6 Sibson & Davidson. Carlisle 
CHARLES ARTHUR, Haslemere, Surrey Ju'y 13 Mouillot & | WHiTR, FLIZABETH, Sale, Chester July 17 


MOU/ILLOT, FREDERICK 

Monillot, King st, Covent Ga’den 
PARKER, Frep Warp, Leicester July 9 
PRGLER, MIRIAM EMMA, Southampton July l4 


Simpson & 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Cazette—FRriIDAY, June 12. 
RECEIVING ORDER3 
Ans, WILLIAM, Tooting, Surveyor Wandsworth 
April 20 Ord June 10 
ARMATRONG, CHARLES SYDNEY, Forest Gate, Essex, Hosier, 


Pet 


High Court Pet June8 Od June 8 
BERRIDGE, AL¥RED, Leicester, Shor Knife Manufacturer 
Leicester Pet May 20 (rd Juns9 


Bennett, Leicester 
Page & Gulliford, Southampton 


WILLIAMS 
Brighton 








BAKER, Butz, Flamborough, Yorks June @ at 4.15 
Of Rec, 48, Westborough, Scarborough 


BERRIDGE, ALFRED, Leicester, Sho» Knife Manufacturer | é 
| BARR, JawgEs, Liverpool, Engineer Liverpool 


June 19at 12 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 


Braus, 8 P, Finsbury eir June 25 at ll Banruptey 
bldgs, Carey st ; 
CHRISTMAS, DUDLEY VyvYAN, Wetherby manus, Ear.’s 


Court June 25 at l2 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
CLARK, CHARLES EpwARD, Scarborough June 23 at 4.30 
OW Rec, 48, Weatborough. Scarborvuch 
DANOEY, JAMES, Fishguard, Pembroke, Grocer 

at 11.45 Temperance Hall, Pembroke Dock 


June 19 


| DAWSON, HARRY SBLLARS, Caistor, Linos, General Dealer 


Braun, § P, Finsbury cir High Court Pet Feb 24 Ord 
June 9 

CHRIstMAs, DupLeY VYVYAN, Wetherbe mans, Earl's 

" Courts High Court Pet June9 Ord Juned | 


Dawson, HARRY SELLARS, Caistor, Lincs, General Dealer 
Great Grimsbr Pet June 10 Ord Jane 10 


Ditom, Grores Epwarp, jun, Canterbury, Saddler Can 
terbury Pet June 10 Ord June 10 

EDWARDS, Rev Henry Marsu-Marsa, Guildford Guill 
ford Pet Mayil Ord June 9 

ELDRIDGE. HakRyY. Southowram, Halifax,Farmer Halifax 
Pet June9 Ord June 9% 

Evans, WILLIAM CHARLES, Strood, Kent, Licensed 
Victualler Rochester Pet June 3 Ord June 8 


FLINT, JAMES, Haslemere, Surrey Guildford Pet May 16 


Ord June 9 


Foster, FE, Sheffield, Picture Frame Manufacturer 
Sheffield Pet May 20 Ord June 8 

GOSLING, GRoRGE WILLIAM, Sonth Normanton, Derby, 
Fancy Goods Dealer Derby Pet June 8 Ord 
June 8 

HILt, Josern, Walsall, Fruiterers Assistant Walsall 
Pet June 9 Ord June 9 

Hirst, Newton, Colefor’, Glor, Watch antl Clock 
Repairer Newport, Mon Pet June 10 Ord 
June 10 

Hooxins & Jounsow, Church at, Kensington, Refresh 
ment Caterers High Court Pet May 2% Ord 
June 8 

HOPKIN, MORGAN, Swansea, Butcher Swansea Pet May 


27 Ord June 10 

HOWARD, SEPTIMCUS CAROLUS, Staffor 1, 
Stafford Pet May i4 Ord Juhe 8 

KENNETH, R, Charing Cross High Court Pet Nov 29 
Ord Jane 10 

Leger, CHARLES, Sudbury, 
Works digh Court Pet Jae 30 

LuiGu, Jounx, New Longton, nr Preston, 
Pet May 14 Ord June 9 

MAXWELL, Capt ARTHUR RREGINALD, 
Court Pet April 24 (Ord June 10 

Merrers, H Haragy, Regent st High Court 
Ord June 10 

MULLER, WILHELM OswaLp, Mark In, 
Merchant High Court Pet June 10 

NEILL Bros, Mincing In, Cotten Brokers 
Pet Mav 21 Ord June 10 

PACKMAN, WILLIAM VANOR, Crutched friars, Journs ist 
High Court Pet May 21 Ord June 19 

Parrotr, Josern, Billinchay Dales, Lincoln, 
Boston Pet June19 Ord June 10 

PATMORS, HAROLD, Ilford, Essex, Commercial 


Hotel Proprietor 


Middix, Manager of Metor 
Ord Jn-e 10 


Draper Pre;:ton 


Sheemess High 
Pet Mar 5 
Leaf To! ac: 


Ord June 10 
High Court 


Farmer 


Traveller 


Chelmsford Pet June8 Ord June 8 

PEARSON, WILLIAM, Consahs Qaay , Flint, Tobacconist 
Chester Pet June 9 Ord June 9 

PRICE, SYDNEY, Swansea, Cinema Proprietor Swansea 
Pet Jane 9 Ord June 9 

SMITH, H. Stoney In, Houndsditch, Clothier Hich Court 


Pct May 12 Ord June 10 

SouTury, W J, Grange Court rd, Stamford Hill, General 
Dealer Edmonton Pet May 21 Ord June8 

Spence, Lours Josgrn, Peterborough, Tailor Derby Pet 
June8 Ord June 8 

TOULSON. GRoRGE PELL, Attercliffe, Sheffield, Caretaker 
Sheffield Pet June8 Ord June8 

Towky, Patrick, Burnley, Journeyman Tailor 
Pet June 10 Ord June 10 

VINCENT, CLAUDE, Smethwick, Staffs, Brewer's Mana-er 
West Bromwich Pet June10 Ord June 10 

WEALE, SAMUEL, Yeadon, Yorhs Dewsbury Pet June 9 
Ord June 9 

WILLews GH & Co, Manehester, Merchants Manchester 
Pet May 23 Ord June 9 

BST MEETINGS. 

ARMSTRONG, CHARLES SypNEY, Forest Gate, Fesex, 
Hosier June 25 atl Bankroptcy bidgs, Carey st 
BAGNALL, RICHARD DAYRELL, Banbury, Oxford, Horse 

Dealer June 22 at 12 1, St Aldate’s, Oxford 


Burnky 


| NRILL, 





June 20 at 11 «Off Rec, St Mary's chm'‘ws, Great 
Grimsby 

ELpriper, HARRY, Southowram, Halifax, Farmer June 19 
atil.15 County Court Hous>, Prese ott st, Hal fax 

Evans, WILWAM CHARLES, Strood, Kent, Licensed 
Victualler June 24 at 11 77, High st, Rochester 

HIGGINS, ALBERT, Swansea, Fancy Goods Dealer June 19 
at il ON Rec, Government bidgs, St Mary's st, 
Swansea 

HILL, JosavuH, Walsall, Fruiterer’a Assistant June 23 at 
12 Off Rec, 30, Lichfield st, Wolv-rhampton 

HookIns & JOHNSON, Charch’ st, ‘Kensington, Refres!- 
mont Catewera dune 19 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, 


Carey st 

HowAaRbD, Septimus CAROLS, Stafferd, Hotel Proprietor 
June 22at12 North Westere Hotel. Stafford 

IkVING, JAMES, Workington, Cumberland, Boiler Smith 
June 23 at 3 Court House, Workington 

KENNETH, R. Charing Cross June 24 at 12 
b dgs, Carey st 

LEESE, CHARLES, 
Works June 16 at 12 

LEWIS, ALFRED JOHN, 
Golfer June 19 at 11.30 
tion st, Birmingham 

MAXWELL, Capt ARTHUR REGINALD, 
at 1 Bankruptcy bidgs, Oarey st 

Muyurs, H Harry, Regent st June 26 at 11 
bidgs, Carey st 

MULLER, WILHELM In, Teaf Tobacco 
Merciant June Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Carey st 

Bros, Mineing In, Cotton Brokers June 24 at 
11.30 Bankrupt:y bidgs, Carey st p 

PACKMAN, WILLIAM Vance, Crutehed-friara, Journalist 
June 24at11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

RICHARDSOS, STANHOPE LOUKS WARING, Bridlington, 
June 23 at4 Off Rec, 48, Westborough, Scarborough 

Scott, Grorer, Folkingham, Lincoln, Motor Engineer 
June 20 at 11.45 Law Conrts, Peterborough 


Budbury, Middlx, 
Bankruptcy bligs, Carey st 

Sutten Coldfield, Professional 

Ruskia chimbrs, 191, Corpora- 


Sheerness June 24 


Bank: uptey 


OSWALD, Mark 
24 at 12.30 


| DAWSON, HARRY SELLARS, Cais‘or, Lines, 


Bankruptcy | 
Manager of M ‘tor | 


SMITH, H, Stoney In, Houndstlitch, Clothier June 24 at | 


12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

WHITTAKER, WILLIAM LEONARD, Chaffcombe, Somerset, 
Farmer Jane 22 at3 (George Hotel, Chard 

WILSON, WALTER JAMES, Westcliffe on Sea, Essex, Pro- 
prietor of Turf Press Agency June 23at1l 14, Bed 
ford row 


W IGGLESWORTH, THOMAS, Green Lanes, Hornsey 
BDWARD HANBURY, Charles at Fleet Aurgeon, 


RKowatree & Ritson, Oldham 
July 20 Lindsay & Co, Ironmonger In 


RN July 2% Williams, 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
ARMSTRONG, CHARLES Srpwrey, “orest G te, Essex, Hosier 
High Court Pet June8 Ord Junes 
Pet May 1 


Ord June 9 
General Dealer 
Ord June'd 


Great Grimsby Pe* June 10 


De Beaucurer, ARTHER NEWBOLD. Haywards Hea‘h, 
Sussex Brighten Pet April30 Ord June 10 
Ditcu, George Epwarp, jun, Canterbury, fadd er 


Canterbury Pet June 10 Ord June 10 
ELDRIDGE, MARBY, Southowram, Halifax, Farmer 
Pet June 9 Ord June9 
EVANS, WILLIAM CHARLES, Strood, Kent, Licensed 
Victualler Rochester Pet June’ Ori June 10 
Foster, EowWARD, Sh-ffield, Picture Frame Manufacturer 
Sheffield Pet May 20 Ord June 10 


Ha'ifax 


GOSLING, GHORGR WILLIAM, South Normanton Derby. 
Fan*y Goods Dealer Derby Pet June 8 O.d Jone 8 
Hii, Josspen, Walsall, Fruiterer’s Assistant Walsall 


Pet June 9 Ord June 9 

AIRsT, NEWTON, Coleford. Glos, Watch and Clock Repairer 
Newport, Mon Pet June 10 Ord Jnne 10 

JACKSON, THOMAS KAY, Bolton, Saddler Bolton 
April 22 Ord June 9 

KixG. RICHARD EpwArp, Stockwe’), Surrey, Journalist 
High Court Pet April 23 Ord June 9 

Morison, Bruce, Broad st bldgs High Court Pet April 
39 Ord Jane 9 

MULLER, WILHELM OSWALD, Mark In, Leaf Tobacce Mer- 
chant High Court Pet Jone 10 Ord June 10 

OETKE, Joan Henry, Folkestene Canterbury Pet Dec 
10 Ord June 9 

ParRoTr, Josera, Billinghay Dales, 
Reston Pet June 1) Ord Junel0 

PATMORE, HAROLD, Ilford, Essex, Commercial Traveller 
Chelmsford Pet June 8 Ord Jone 8 

PEARSON, WILLIAM, Connahs Quay, Flint, Tobacco :ist 
Chester Pet Jane9 Ord June 9 

PELL, JOHN ARCHIBALD, New Cross rd 
Apri 8 Ord June9 

PHILLIPS, MALCOLM, Piccadilly High Court Pet Feb 17 
Ord June 10 

PRICE, SYDNEY, Swansea, Cinema Preprietor 
Pet June 9 Ord June9 

REVILL, W F, Hempton hill, Middlx, Builder, Kingsto”, 
Surrey Pet Feb 12 Ord June 6 

SpENcE, Lovurs JoeevH, Peterborough, Tailor Derby Pet 
June’ Ord June 8 

TOUL§ON. GEORGE PELL, Attercliffe, Sheffield, Caretaker 
SheMield Pet June’ Ord June 3 

Towry, PATRICK, Burnley, Journeyman Tailor Bet June 
10 Ord June 10 

VINCENT, CLAUDE, Smethw'ck, Staffs, Krewer's Manager 
West Bromwich Pet June 10 Ord June 10 

WEALE, “AMUBL, Yeadon, Yorks Dewsbury Pet June 9 
Ord June 9 

YounG, JosEPmM WATSON, Malvern Wells, Worcestershire, 
Watchmaker June 19 at 12.80 Off Rec, 11, Copen- 
hagen st, Worcester 


Pet 


Lincols, Farmer 


High Court Pet 


Swansea 





(Central 


towns; in doing so it acts as a CE 


to its Diocesan Finance. 


Staffordshire Potteries. 





HOME MISSIONS 


The ADDITIONAL CURATES SOCIETY provides assistant Clergy for 
the slums and poorer suburbs of large cities, and for mining and other industrial 
TRAL AGENCY for conveying help 
to those parts of the country where pressure is greatest. 
of very real importance at the present moment. 

iven part to send help to those needy places which are beyond the border of the 
Jiocese in which they live, and therefore cannot be helped by their contribution 
In this way, the A.C.S. is giving great help to the 
populous poor districts of South London and “ London over the Border,” to the 
Colliery regions of South Wales, and to parishes in the Black Country and the 


A.C.8. Office : 14, GREAT SMITH STREET, LONDON, 8.W- 


Finance), 


The Society’s work is 
It enables Churchpeople in any 
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